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REMINDERS
(The items in this list were editorially compiled as an aid to F ederal Register users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no 

legal significance. Since this list is intended as a reminder, it does not include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.)

Rules Going Into Effect Today — Noise emission standards for new Agriculture Department— National Ad-
Note: There were no items published portable air compressors and new visory Council on Child Nutrition to

after Oct. l, 1972, eligible for inclusion in medium and heavy duty trucks (2 be held at Washington, D.C. (open).
the List op Rules Going into Effect Today. documents)......... 7594; 2—27—74 10003; 3—15—74
Next Week's Deadlines for Comments on FCC— Private operational-fixed micro- — Toiyabe National Forest Livestock

ProDosed Rules wave radio service; assignment of Advisory Board (open)........ 6750;
P page no. frequencies. ........ 33604; 12-6-73 2-22-74

_ and date GAO—-Clearance of proposals by Inde- HEW— Medical Radiation Advisory Com-
®  . . . . . pendent Federal Regulatory Agencies mittee to be held at Boston, Massa-

EPA— Glass manufacturing point source for the collection of information. chusetts (open)...... 7444; 2-26-74
category; insulation fiberglas sub- 5201; 11—2—74 — National Advisory Food Committee
category; effluent limitations guide* SEC— Broker-dealer reports and regis- to be held at Rockville, Maryland
lines and standards.. 2564; 1-22—74 tration requirements; implementation. (open).....  ....... 7443; 2-26—74

Rubber processing point source 5204; 2—11—74 NIH— Board of Scientific Counselors,
category, effluent limitations Treasury Department— Environmental National Institute of Neurological
lines and standards..........„..6666; impact statements; procedures. Diseases and Stroke to be held at

2—: 4980;  2-8-74 Bethesda, Maryland (open with re-
Airport aid program.... . .. 6674; — Proposed guides for preparation strictions)............. . 5525; 2—13—74

^'2-20-74 and filing of registration statements — Cancer Control Education Review
FCC One-hour advancement in sign-on on diSC|osure of extractive re- Committee to be held at Bethesda,

times, certain AM broadcast stations. serves and natural gas supplies. Maryland (open with restrictions).
—  . 7596; 2-27-74 8353; 5-3-74 7820; 2-28-74

Occupational Safety and Health Review Next Week's Hearings — National Advisory Child Health and
Commission Informal proceedings. MARCH 15 Human Development Council to be

?T^1"'74' 5??4, 2“ 1-1"'74 Interior Department/Fish and Wildlife held at Bethesda, Maryland (open).
USDA/AMS— (Jmon imports; minimum Service— Wilderness proposal regard- 7822; 2-28-74

grade and size requirements 4580; ing Noxubee National Wildlife Refuge, MARCH 26
2-5-74 t0 be held in Starkville, Miss. Advisory Council on Historic Preserva-

MARCH Zo 7599; 2-27-74 tion— International Center Commit-
EPA Light duty diesel trucks; control MARCH 27 tee to be held at Washington, D.C.

air pollution -̂-----...̂ 3276; 1-25-7^4 Consumer Product Safety Commission—  (open)........ ................. 8651; 3-6-74
FCC Extension mrtermg of broadcast Certain electrical wiring systems; to Agriculture Department— National Ad-

transmitters.... 39 FR 1070, 1-4-74; be he|d jn Washjngton, D.C. '  visory Council on Child Nutrition to
39 FR 4117, 2-1-74 7835’ 2—28—74 be held at Washington, D.C. (open).

MARCH 27 ' MARCH 28 ’ 10003; 3-15-74
-CUSTOMS SERVICE Coastwise trans- Consumer Product Safety Commission—  — Roosevelt National Forest Grazing

portation of certain vessels in foreign Certain electrical wiring systems; to Advisory Board to be held at Fort
and domestic trades; information re- be he,d jn Washington, D.C. Collins, Colorado (open) . .. 6749;
quired on manifest.... 7179; 2-25—74 7835’ 2—28—74 2-22-74

EPA— Water program; toxic pollutants HEW/Office of Education— Follow Army Department— U.S. Army Coastal
effluent standards 35388; ! 2- 27-73 through program; to be held in Wash- Engineering Research Board to be

FAA— Foreign air carriers; aviation se- ington D C 8341’ 3-5-74 held at Fort Belvoir, Virginia (open),
curity program requirements 6619; ,nterior/BLM— iLake Mead National Rec- 8357; 3-5-74

u  2 20-74 reation Area; to be held in Kingmart, DoD— Advisory Group on Electron De-
MARCH 28 Arizona ..........  4791; 2-7—74 vices: Working Group on Low Power

EPA— Asbestos manufacturing point MARCH 30 * Devices to be held at New York, New
source category; effluent limitations lnterior Department/BLM— Lake Mead York (closed).......... . 9213; 3-8-74
guidelines and pretreatment stand- National Recreation Area; to be held — Advisory Group on Electron De­
sms................... ....... 7534; 2-26-74 ¡n bas yegas f̂ ev 4791’ 2—7—74 vices: Working Group on Microwave
— Phorate, alachlor and benomyl in 6 ' ' Devices to be held at New York,

or on raw agricultural commodities; Next Week’s Meetings York (closed).... 9213; 3-8-74
tolerance establishments. MARCH 24 — Department of Defense Wage Corn-

7421—7422; 2—26—74 State Department— U.S. Advisory Com- mittee to be held at Washington,
— Washington’s implementation plan; mission on International Educational D.C. (closed)....... 7466; 2-26-74

revision.    7433; 2-26-74 ancj Cultural Affairs to be held at — Scientific Advisory Group to the
PHA Safe use in food-contact articles Honolulu, Hawaii (open) .... 9844; Joint Strategic Target Planning

of certain resins..—. 7420; 2—26—74 _,___, ,  ... .. . _ „ ' . _ 3—14—74 Staff to be held at VandenbergHEW— Initiation of Fo ow Through Pro- __ , , .. “pram MARCH 25 AFB, California (closed)...... 7977;
MARCH 29 ' Administrative Conference of the United 3—1—74

BIA— Operation and maintenance States— Committee on Compliance — USAF Scientific Advisory Board
charges for land under the Wind and Enforcement Proceedings to be Tactical Panel to be held at Langley
River Irrigation Project, Wyoming. held at Washington, D.C. (open). AFB, Virginia (closed)........... 7466;

7583; 2-27-74 9569; 3_i2-74 2-26-74
EPA~|F?taj i ,shn?®nt of t°'erances. AEC— U.S. Nuclear Data Committee, EPA— Effluent Standards and Water

carboxin 7568’ 2-27-74 Separated Isotopes Subcommittee to Quality Information Advisory Com*
__Revisions to Oregon implementa- be held at Oak Ridge, Tennessee mittee to be held at Arlington, Vir-

tion plan................ 7593; 2-27-74 (open)........................  9570; 3-12-74 ginia (open).....___  9571; 3-12-74
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— Paint and Varnish Industry Advisory 
Committee to be held at Triangle 
Park, North Carolina (open).

8955; 3-7-74  
HEW— Medical Radiation Advisory Com­

mittee to be held at Boston, Massa­
chusetts (open)........ 7444; 2-26-74
— National Advisory Food Committee 

to be held at Rockville, Maryland
(open)................   7443; 2-26-74

NJH— Board of Scientific Counselors, 
National Institute of Neurological Dis­
eases and Stroke to be held at 
Bethesda, Maryland (closed).. 5525;

2-13-74
— National Advisory Child Health and 

Human Development Council to be 
held at Bethesda, Maryland
(closed)................  7822; 2-28-74

Interior Department— BLM: Roseburg 
District Advisory Board to be held at 
Roseburg, Oregon (open)........7814;

2 - 28-74
— National Advisory Board on Wild 

Free-Roaming Horses and Burros to 
be held at Washington, D.C. (open).

4789; 2-7-74 
USDA— Forest Service: Rock Creek Ad­

visory Committee to be held at Drum­
mond, Montana (open)........ 9485;

3 -  11-74
MARCH 27

Army Department— U.S. Army Coastal 
Engineering Research Board to be 
held at Fort Beivoir, Virginia (closed).

8357; 3-5-74  
Commerce Department— Federal Infor­

mation Processing Standards Task 
Group 12 to be held at Gaithersburg, 
Maryland (open).... 10003; 3—15—74 

DoD— Scientific Advisory Group to the 
Joint Strategic Target Planning Staff 
to be held at Vandenberg AFB, Cali­
fornia (closed)............ 7977; 3-1-74
— USAF Scientific Advisory Board 

Tactical Panel to be held at Langley 
AFB, Virginia (closed)..........7466;

2-26-74
EPA— Paint and Varnish Industry Advis­

ory Committee to be held at Triangle 
Park, North Carolina (open).... 8955;

3-7-74
HEW— Dental Drug Products Advisory 

Committee to be held at Rockville, 
Maryland (open with restrictions).

7444; 2-26-74 
NIH— Breast Cancer Diagnosis Com­

mittee to be held at Bethesda, Mary­
land (open with restrictions).. 7820;

2-28-74
Interior Department— Forest Service: 

South Kaibab Grazing Advisory Board 
to be held at Williams, Arizona (open).

7818; 2-28-74 
— National Advisory Board on Wild 

Free-Roaming Horses and Burros 
to be held at Washington, D.C.
(open)_______ .... 4789; 2-7-74

State Department— Overseas Schools 
Advisory Council to be held at New 
York, New York (open with restric­
tions)____________ 9679; 3-13-74

USDA— Malheur National Forest Multi­
ple Use Advisory Committee to be 
held at Burns, Oregon (open).... 9849;

3-14-74
MARCH 28

Civil Service Commission— Federal Pre­
vailing Rate Advisory Committee to be 
held at Washington, D.C. (closed).

8655; 3-6-74  
Commerce Department— Computer Sys­

tems Technical Advisory Committee 
to be held at Washington, D.C. (open
with restrictions).....  9683; 3—13—74

DoD— Army Corps of Engineers, Winter 
Navigation Board on Great Lakes and 
St. Lawrence Seaway to be held at 
Romulus, Michigan (open with restric­
tions)..... .................  9702; 3-13-74

HEW— Coal Mine Health Research Ad­
visory Council to be held at Cincin­
nati, Ohio (open).... . 9486; 3—11—74
— National Advisory Veterinary Medi­

cine Committee-to be held at Rock­
ville, Maryland (open).......... 7444;

2-26-74
— Venereal Disease Control Advisory 

Committee to be held at Atlanta,
Georgia (open)......9850; 3-14-74

— Office of Education: National Ad­
visory Council on Adult Education 
to be held at Washington, D.C.
(open)......... .........  9567; 3-12-74

Interior Department— Gateway National 
Recreation Area Advisory Commission 
to be held at Brooklyn, New York
(open)........................9846; 3-14-74
— BLM: O & C Advisory Board to be 

held at Portland Oregon (open).
9681; 3-13-74 

NIH— National Advisory General Medi­
cal Sciences Council to be held at 
Bethesda, Maryland (open).... 3306;

1-25-74
State Department— U.S. CCITT Study 

Group 5 (Data Transmission) to be 
held at Washington, D.C. (open).

8639; 3-6-74  
Veterans’ Administration— Wage Corri- 

1 miftee to be held at Washington, D.C.
(closed)..................  33697; 12-6-73

MARCH 29
Agriculture Department— Forest Service; 

Coconino National Forest Advisory 
Committee to be held at Flagstaff,
Arizona (open)............ 8945; 3-7—74

AEC— Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards' Subcommittee on Alvin 
W. Vogtle Nuclear Plant, Units 1, 2, 
3 & 4 to be held at Augusta, Georgia
(open)...................... 9569; 3-12-74

DoD— Advisory Group on Electron De­
vices: Working Group on Lasers to be 
held at Boulder, Colorado (closed).

9213; 3-8-74 
HEW— Board of Scientific Counselors, 

NIMH to be held at Bethesda, Mary­
land (open)........ ... 7976; 3-1-74
— Coal Mine Health Research Ad­

visory Council to be held at Cin­
cinnati, Ohio (open with restric­
tions).............. . 9486; 3-11-74

— National Advisory Council on Equal­
ity of Educational Opportunity to 
be held at Washington ,D.C. (open).

6753;2-22-74

— National Advisory Veterinary Medi­
cine Committee to be held at Rock­
ville, Maryland (open)..........7444;

2-26-74
— Panel on Review of Bacterial Vac­

cines and Bacterial Antigens to be 
held at Bethesda, Maryland (open 
with restrictions).. 7444; 2-26-74 

— Panel on Review of Contraceptives 
and Other Vaginal Drug Products to 
be held at Bethesda, Maryland 
(open with restrictions)....... 7444;

2-16-74
— Venereal Disease Control Advisory 

Committee to be held at Atlanta,
Georgia (open)..... 9850; 3-14-74

— Office of Education: National Ad­
visory Council on Adult Education 
to be held at Washington, D.C.
(open) ..... . 9567; 3-12-74

— Board of Scientific Counselors, 
NIMH to be held at Bethesda, Mary­
land (open)....... ...... 7976; 3-1-74

— National Advisory Council on Equal­
ity of Educational Opportunity to 
be held at Washington, D.C. (open).

6753;2-22-74 
National Science Foundation— Advisory 

Panel for Economics to be held at 
Washington, D.C. (closed)...... 8970;

3-7-74
NIH— Lipid Metabolism Advisory Com­

mittee to be held at Bethesda, Mary­
land .:......................  5523; 2-13-74
— National Advisory General Medical 

Sciences Council to be held at 
Bethesda, Maryland...............3306;

1-25-74
MARCH 30

HEW— Office of Education: National Ad­
visory Council on Adult Education to 
be held at Washington, D.C. (open).

9567; 3-12-74 
. — Panel on Review of Bacterial Anti­

gens to be held at Bethesda, Mary­
land (closed)........ 7444; 2-26-74

— Panel on Review of Contraceptives 
and Other Vaginql Drug Products 
to be held at Bethesda, Maryland
(closed)............ 7444; 2-26-74

NJH— Colon-Rectum Cancer Advisory 
Committee to be held at Houston,
Texas (closed).........  7821; 2-28-74
Lipid Metabolism Advisory Commit­

tee to be held at Bethesda, Mary­
land (closed)....... 5523; 2-13-74

Interior Department— Forest Service: 
Taos-Penasco-Questa Division Grazing 
Advisory Board to be held at Taos, 
New Mexico (open).... 7818; 2-28-74 

National Science Foundation— Advisory 
Panel for Economics to be held at 
Washington, D.C. (closed)___ 8970;

3-7-74
Weekly List of Public Laws

This is a listing of public bills enacted by 
Congress and approved by the President, together 
with the law number, the date of approval, and 
the U.S. Statutes citation. Subsequent lists will 
appear every Wednesday in the FEDERAL REG­
ISTER and copies of the laws may be obtained 
from the U.S. Government Printing Office.

N o t e : No acts approved by the President 
were received by the Office of the Federal 
Register from Friday, March if to Friday, 
March 15, 1974.
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Presidential Documents

Title 3—The President
PROCLAMATION 4275

American Forestry Week and 
World Forestry Day, 1974

By the President of the United States of America

A Proclamation
Since the first settlers moved onto this continent centuries ago, 

America’s forests have been one of our greatest resources. But no resource 
is inexhaustible. Only wise conservation and measured use can preserve 
our country’s forest heritage.

One-third of the Nation’s land area is still covered with forests. They 
contribute heavily to the economy and to our high standard of living by 
providing one-fifth of the industrial raw materials of the Nation. More­
over, our forests have long provided much more than raw materials. 
They are a source of water for domestic and commercial use; they 
provide homes and food for wildlife, and forage for livestock; and they 
have become America’s outdoor playground, a haven for campers, 
hikers, hunters and fishermen.

It is only fitting that every spring we renew our commitment to the 
preservation of this priceless heritage.

NOW , THEREFORE, I, RICHARD N IX O N , President of the 
United States, do hereby call on all Americans to observe the week of 
March 17 through 23, 1974, as “American Forestry Week,” with 
activities and ceremonies that recognize the full range of contributions 
of forests and forestry to the past, to the present, and to the future of 
America. In conjunction with this commemoration, I ask that we join 
with other Nations of the world in recognizing March 21, 1974, as 
“World Forestry Day,” an activity sponsored by the European Federa­
tion of Agriculture and endorsed by the Food and Agriculture Organi­
zation of the United Nations.

To this end, I am directing the Secretary of Agriculture to instruct the 
Chief of the Forest Service to work with all organizations, institutions, 
groups, and individuals interested in carrying out appropriate activities
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10414 THE PRESIDENT

in joint recognition of “American Forestry Week” and “World Forestry 
Day.”

IN  W ITNESS W HEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this 
eighteenth day of March, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred 
seventy-four, and of the Independence of the United States of America 
the one hundred ninety-eighth.

[FR Doc.74-6604 Filed 3-18-74;4:53 pm]
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EXECUTIVE ORDER 11771

Extending Diplom atic Privileges and Immunities to the Liaison Office 
of the People’s Republic of China in W ashington, D .C ., and to 
Members Thereof

By virtue of the authority vested in me by the act of April 20, 1973 
(87 Stat. 24; Public Law 9 3 -2 2 ), and as President of the United States, 
I extend to the Liaison Office of the People’s Republic of China in 
Washington, D.C. and to its members who are duly notified to, and 
accepted by, the Secretary of State the same privileges and immunities, 
subject to corresponding conditions and obligations, as are enjoyed by 
the diplomatic missions accredited to the United States and by members 
of the staffs thereof. This Executive Order shall be effective as of 
April 20, 1973.

T he White House,
March 18, 1974.

[FRDoc.74-6533 Filed 3-18-74;12:45 am]
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MEMORANDUM OF MARCH 1, 1974

Delegation of Functions and Allo­
cation of Funds Related to Emer­
gency Security Assistance for 
Israel

Memorandum for the Secretary of State, the Secretary of Defense

T he Whfte House, 
Washington, March 1, 1974.

N ote: This memorandum, published at 39 FR 10231, March 19, 1974, is being 
reprinted to include material which was inadvertently omitted.

You are hereby designated and empowered to exercise the following 
functions vested in the President by Public Law 93—199, the Emergency 
Security Assistance Act of 1973, without the approval, ratification, or 
other action of the President. Functions not expressly delegated herein 
are reserved to the President.

1. Functions delegated to the Secretary of State :

(a ) the function of reporting to the Congress any determina­
tions made by the President under Section 2 of the Act;

(b) the function conferred in Section 6 of the Act.

2. Functions delegated to the Secretary of Defense:

the function of providing military assistance or foreign military 
sales credits as determined by the President.

Pursuant to the authority contained in Public Law 93—240, the Foreign 
Assistance and Related Programs Appropriation Act, 1974, I hereby 
allocate from the appropriation for “Emergency Security Assistance for 
Israel” to the Secretary of Defense, $2,200,000,000.00. This allocation 
is subject to the limitations imposed by the provisos in the provision 
appropriating these funds and subject to apportionment of the necessary 
funds by the Office of Management and Budget. I direct the Secretary of 
Defense to allocate to the Secretary of State such sums from the 
$2,200,000,000.00 as may be necessary from time to time for payment 
by the United States of its share of the expenses of the United Nations 
Emergency Force in the Middle East, as apportioned by the United Na­
tions in accordance with article 17 of the United Nations Charter as 
authorized in Section 6 of Public Law 93-199, the Emergency Security 
Assistance Act of 1973.

This memorandum shall be published in the Federal R egister.

[FRDoc.74-6402 Filed 3-18-74;8:45 am]
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Rules and Regulations
This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are 

keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published .under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.
The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL 

REGISTER issue of each month.

Title 5— Administrative Personnel 
CHAPTER I— CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

PART 213— EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Department of Justice

Section 213.3310 is amended to show 
that one additional position of Secretary 
to the Attorney General is excepted 
under Schedule C.

Effective on March 20, 1974, § 213.3310
(a) (5) is amended as set out below.
§ 213.3310 Department o f Justice.

(a) Office of the Attorney Gen­
eral. * * *

(5) Pour Secretaries for the Attorney 
General.

* * * * *
(5 U.S.C. secs. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 
1954-58 comp. p. 218)

United S tates Civil Serv­
ice Commission,

[seal] James C. S pry,
Executive Assistant to 

the Commissioners. 
[FR Doc.74-6445 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

PART 213— EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Department of the Interior

Section 213.3312 is amended to show 
that one position of Confidential Assist­
ant to the Secretary (Interdepartmental 
Activities) is excepted under Schedule C.

Effective on March 20, 1974, § 213.3312
(a) (15) is added as set out below.
§21 3 .3 3 1 2  Department o f Interior.

(a) Office of the Secretary. * * * 
(15) One Confidential Assistant to the 

Secretary (Interdepartmental Activi­
ties).

* * * * *
(5 U.S.C. secs. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 
1954-58 comp. p. 218)

United S tates Civil S erv­
ice Commission,

[seal] James C. S pry,
Executive Assistant to 

the Commissioners. 
[FR Doc.74-6449 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

PART 213— EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Department of Agriculture

Section 213.3313 is amended to show 
that one additional position of Con­
fidential Assistant to the Secretary is 
excepted under Schedule C.

Effective March 20, 1974, § 213.3313
(a) (5) is amended as set out below.
§ 213.3313 Department o f  Agriculture,

(a) Office of the Secretary. * * •

(5) Five Confidential Assistants to the 
Secretary.

* * * • * *
(5 U.S.C. secs. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 
1954-58 comp. p. 218)

U nited S tates Civil S erv­
ice Commission,

[seal] James C. S pry,
Executive Assistant to 

the Commissioners. 
[FR Doc.74-6444 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

PART 213— EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Department of Commerce

Section 213.3314 is amended to show 
that one position of Private Secretary to 
the Director, Office of Telecommunica­
tions is excepted under Schedule C.

Effective on March 20, 1974, § 213.3314
(b) is added as set out below.
§ 213.3314 Department o f  Commerce. 

* * * * *

(b) Office of Telecommunications. (1) 
Private Secretary to the Director.

• * * * *
(5 U.S.C. secs. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 
1954-58 comp. p. 218)

U nited S tates Civil S erv­
ice Commission,

[seal] James C. S pry,
Executive Assistant to 

the Commissioners. 
[FR Doc.74-6448 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

PART 213— EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Department of Commerce

Section 213.3314 is amended to show 
that one position of Confidential Assist­
ant to the Commissioner of Patents is re­
established and excepted under Schedule 
C.

Effective on March 20, 1974, § 213.3314 
(h) is added as set out below.
§ 213 .3314 Department o f  Commerce. 

* * * * *

(h) Patent Office. (1) One Private Sec­
retary (Confidential Assistant) to the 
Commissioner of Patents.

* * ~ * * *
(5 U.S.C. secs. 3301, 3302; E.O. -10577, 3 CFR 
1954-58 Comp. p. 218)

United S tates Civil S erv­
ice Commission,

[seal] James C. S pry,
Executive Assistant to 

the Commissioners. 
[FR Doc.74-6450 Filed 3-19-74;8 :45 am]

PART 213— EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Federal Power Commission

Section 213.3329 is amended to show 
that one position of Secretary to the As­
sistant Executive Director (Regulatory 
Information System and Administra­
tion) is excepted under Schedule C.

Effective on March 20,1974, § 213.3329
(c) is added as set out below.
§ 213.3329 Federal Power Commission. 

* * * * *
(c) One secretary to the Assistant Ex­

ecutive Director (Regulatory Informa­
tion System and Administration)

* * * * *

(5 U.S.C. secs. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR 
1954-58 Comp. p. 218)

United S tates Civil Serv­
ice Commission,

[seal] James C . S pry,
Executive Assistant to 

the Commissioners.
[FR Doc.74-6447 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

PART 213— EXCEPTED SERVICE 
Department of Transportation

Section 213.3394 is amended to show 
that one position of Secretary to the Spe­
cial Assistant to the Administrator, Fed­
eral Railroad Administration, is excepted 
under Schedule C.

Effective on March 20, 1974, § 213.3394
(e) (8) is added as set out below.
§ 213 .3394  Department o f  Transporta­

tion.
* * * * + ,

(e) Federal Railroad Administra­
tion. * * *

(8) One Secretary to the Special As­
sistant to the Administrator.

* * * * . *
(5 U.S.C. secs. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10677, 3 CFR 
1954-58 Comp. p. 218)

U nited S tates Civil S erv­
ice Commission,

[seal] James C. S pry,
Executive Assistant to 

the Commissioners.-
[FR Doc.74-6646 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

PART 539— CONVERSIONS BETWEEN 
PAY SYSTEMS

PART 550— PAY ADMINISTRATION 
(GENERAL)

CFR Corrections
Section 539.203(d) in the second to the 

last sentence in 5 CFR (page 181) the 
reference to “§ 531.202(m) ” should read 
"§ 531.202”.
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Section 550.342(b), the fifth line as it 
appears in 5 CFR (page 195) reads “ E x ­
ecutive Order 11634”, it should read 
“Executive Order 11636”.

United S tates Civil S erv­
ice Commission,

(seal! James C. S pry,
Executive Assistant to 

the Commissioners. 
[FR Doc.74-6451 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

Title 6— Economic Stabilization 
CHAPTER I— COST OF LIVING COUNCIL

PART 150— PHASE IV PRICE 
REGULATIONS

PART 152— PHASE IV PAY 
REGULATIONS

Exemption of Canned Fruit and Vegetable 
Industries

The purpose of these amendments is 
to exempt prices charged for canned 
fruits and vegetables as described in the 
Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) 
Manual, 1972 edition, under Industry No. 
2033 by the manufacturers of those prod­
ucts and to provide a parallel exemption 
under the pay regulations.

The primary reason for the price ex­
emption is that canned fruits and vege­
tables are currently in very short supply. 
Acreage contracts which will determine 
the supply of canned vegetables through 
the summer of 1975 are currently being 
negotiated. Vegetable canners are faced 
with increasingly high costs largely be­
cause of competition with crops such as 
wheat, soybeans, and cotton, the prices 
of which have risen dramatically since 
last year. The prices of these alternate 
crops are less restricted by controls than 
are the prices of vegetables for canning. 
This is because the former are freely 
traded on commodities exchanges and 
further resold in unprocessed form under 
the agricultural products exemption. 
While the sale by the farmer of vege­
tables to the cannery is also exempt 
under the same exemption, the sale by 
the canner is not exempt, and this fact 
usually serves to moderate the price 
which the canner can pay the farmer. It 
is expected that the exemption of canned 
vegetables will provide the necessary in­
centive for canners to increase acreage 
devoted to the production of vegetables.

Second, the Council has received com­
mitments to increase production from 
firms producing more than 30 percent of 
the total output of canned fruits and 
vegetables. These firms have committed 
to increase production as much as 25 per­
cent over last year’s production on some 
product lines. In every case, canners 
have agreed in writing to increase their 
overall acreage if decontrolled.

Finally, major canners have committed 
not to raise prices above those authorized 
on March 1, 1974, on any product lines 
until the new crop becomes available. The 
Council expects that price increases on 
the new crop will be restricted to the lev­
els needed to cover increased costs of 
production.

Jams, jellies, marmalade, and preserves 
are not included in this exemption pri­

marily because these products are not 
subject to the same seasonal supply prob­
lems as canned fruits and vegetables.

Although the prospect of increased 
acreage which is applicable to vegetable 
production under this exemption does 
not apply readily to production of most 
fruits, canned fruits are included with 
vegetables in this exemption because 
most of the firms which are engaged In 
canning process both fruits and vege­
tables. The Council therefore deems it 
appropriate to apply the exemption to 
the canned fruits and vegetables product 
line as a whole.

This exemption does not apply to 
prices charged or wages paid by a firm 
which is primarily engaged in food 
wholesaling or retailing and which also 
manufactures canned fruits and vege­
tables. For example, a retail grocery 
chain which packs the fruits and vege­
tables which it sells under its own label 
remains unaffected by these amend­
ments.

The exemption appears as the first 
paragraph of § 150.58, “Additional price 
adjustments”. This new exemption sec­
tion continues the growing list of exempt 
sales which has been set forth hereto­
fore under § 150.54. The Council is add­
ing the new section for ease of citation in 
preference to further extending § 150.54.

Under §§ 150.11(e) and 150.161(b), a 
firm with revenues in its most recent fis­
cal year from the sale of exempt items 
remains subject to the profit margin con­
straints and reporting provisions of the 
Phase IV program unless it derived both 
less than $50 million in annual sales or 
revenues from the sale or lease of non­
exempt items and 90 percent or more of 
its sales or revenues from the sale of 
exempt items or exempt sales.

As a complementary action to the ex­
emption from price controls, the Council 
has also exempted pay adjustments 
affecting employees engaged on a regu­
lar and continuing basis in the operation 
of an establishment in the canned fruits 
and vegetables manufacturing industry. 
The exemption is set forth in new 
§ 152.39f. "Establishment in the canned 
fruits and vegetables manufacturing in­
dustry” is defined as an establishment 
primarily engaged in the canning or 
manufacturing of fruits and vegetables 
and classified in the Standard Industrial 
Classification Manual, 1972 edition, 
under Industry Number 2033 (Canned 
Fruits, Vegetables, Preserves, Jams, and 
Jellies). The term does not include an 
establishment primarily engaged in the 
manufacturing of preserves, jams, jellies, 
or marmalade. The exemption is inappli­
cable to any employee who receives an 
item of incentive compensation, or who 
is a member of an executive control 
group. The exemption is also inappli­
cable to any employee whose duties and 
responsibilities are not of a type ex­
clusively performed in or related to the 
canned fruits and vegetables manufac­
turing industry and whose pay adjust­
ments are historically related to the pay 
adjustments of employees performing 
such duties outside the industry and are 
not related to the pay adjustments of
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other employees that are within the ex­
emption. The exemption is further inap­
plicable to employees who are part of an 
appropriate employee unit where 25 per­
cent or more, of the members of such unit 
are not engaged on a regular and con­
tinuing basis in the operation of an es­
tablishment in the canned fruits and 
vegetables manufacturing industry or in 
support thereof. In addition, the exemp­
tion is not applicable to pay adjustments 
that are the subject of a report or request 
for approval filed with the Council prior 
to March 18, 1974, or pay adjustments 
that are scheduled to be effective prior 
to such date and a report or request for 
approval is required, Including pay ad­
justments for which a report is required 
pursuant to § 152.76(c) (2). If parties ne­
gotiate a contract on or after March 18, 
1974, which provides for pay adjust­
ments scheduled to be effective prior to 
such date, a report or request for ap­
proval shall be filed with the Council in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
special rules* applicable to the food in­
dustry, set forth in Subpart H of Part 
152.

The wage exemption is also inappli­
cable if pay adjustments with respect to 
an appropriate employee unit are the 
subject of a decision and order of the 
Council. The exemption is further in­
applicable to pay adjustments to em­
ployees of an establishment in the 
canned fruits and vegetables manufac­
turing industry which is controlled, di­
rectly or indirectly, by a firm primarily 
engaged in the wholesale or retail sale 
of food. Contract provisions which de­
pend for their operation on the modifi­
cation or termination of any rules, reg­
ulations, or orders of the Economic Sta­
bilization Program are inoperative. In 
cases of uncertainty of application, in­
quiries concerning the scope of cover­
age of the pay exemption should be 
addressed to the Administrator, Office 
of Wage Stabilization, P.O. Box 672, 
Washington/ D.C. 20044.

As with all exemptions from Phase IV 
controls, firms subject to this amend­
ment remain subject to review for com­
pliance with appropriate regulations in 
effect prior to these exemptions. A firm 
affected by these amendments will be 
held responsible for its pre-exemption 
compliance under all phases of the Eco­
nomic Stabilization Program. A firm af­
fected by these exemptions alleged to 
be in violation of stabilization rules in 
effect prior to these exemptions is sub­
ject to the same compliance actions as 
a non-exempt firm. These compliance 
actions include investigations, issuance 
of notices of probable violation, issu­
ance of remedial orders requiring roll­
backs or refunds, and possible penalty 
of $2,500 for each stabilization violation.

The Council retains the authority to 
reestablish price and wage controls over 
any of the industries exempt by these 
amendments if price or wage behavior 
is inconsistent with the policies of the 
Economic Stabilization Program. The 
Council also has the power, under 
§§ 150.162 and 152.6, to require firms to 
file special pr separate reports setting

20, 1974
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forth information relating to the Eco­
nomic Stabilization Program in addi­
tion to any other reports which may 
be required under the Phase IV controls 
program.

Because the purpose of these amend­
ments is to grant an immediate exemp­
tion from the Phase IV price and pay 
regulations, the Council finds that pub­
lication in accordance with normal 
rule making procedure is impracticable 
and that good cause exists for making 
these amendments effective in less than 
30 days. Interested persons may sub­
mit written comments regarding these 
amendments. Communications should 
be addressed to the Office of the General 
Counsel, Cost of Living Council, 2000 M 
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20508.
(Economic Stabilization Act of 1970, as 
amended, Pub. L. 92-210, 85 Stat. 743; Pub. L. 
93-28, 87 Stat. 27; E.O. 11695, 38 FR 1473; 
E .0 .11730, 38 FR 19345; Cost of Living Coun­
cil Order No. 14, 38 FR 1489)

In consideration of the foregoing, 6 
CFR Parts 150 and 152 are amended as 
set forth herein, effective March 18,1974.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on 
March 18, 1974.

James W. McLane, 
Deputy Director,

Cost of Living Council.
1. In 6 CFR Part 150, a new § 150.58 is 

added to Subpart D to read as follows:
§ 150.58 Additional price adjustments.

(a) Canned fruits and vegetables. The 
prices which manufacturers of the fol­
lowing products charge for those prod­
ucts are exempt: The products listed in 
the SIC Manual, 1972 edition, under In­
dustry No. 2033, except jams, jellies, 
marmalade, and preserves. This exemp­
tion does not apply to a firm primarily 
engaged in food wholesaling or retailing 
which also manufactures canned fruits 
and vegetables.

2. In 6 CFR Part 152, Subpart D is 
amended by adding thereto a new 
§ 152.39f to read as follows:
§ 152.39f Canned fruits and vegetables 

m anufacturing industry.
(a) Exemption. Pay adjustments af­

fecting employees engaged on a regular 
and continuing basis in the operation of 
an establishment in the canned fruits 
and vegetables manufacturing industry 
or in support of such operation are ex­
empt from and not limited by the provi­
sions of this title.

(b) Establishment in the canned fruits 
and vegetables manufacturing industry. 
For purposes of this section* “Establish­
ment in the canned fruits and vegetables 
manufacturing industry” means an es­
tablishment primarily engaged in the 
canning or manufacturing of fruits and 
vegetables and classified in the Stand­
ard Industrial Classification Manual, 
1972 edition, under Industry Number 
2033 (Canned Fruits, Vegetables, Pre­
serves, Jams, and Jellies). Notwithstand­
ing the preceding sentence, such term 
does not include an establishment pri­
marily engaged in the manufacturing of 
preserves, jams, jellies, or marmalade.

fc) Covered employees. For purposes 
of this section, an employee is considered 
to be engaged on a regular and contin­
uing basis in the operation of an estab­
lishment in the canned fruits and vege­
tables manufacturing industry or in 
support of such operation only if such 
employee is employed at an establish­
ment in the canned fruits and vegetables 
manufacturing industry and only if such 
employee is employed by the firm which 
operates such establishment.

(d) Limitations. The exemption pro­
vided hi paragraph (a) of this section 
shall not be applicable to—

(1) An employee who receives an item 
of incentive compensation subject to the 
provisions of §§ 152.124, 151.125, or 
152.126.

(2) An employee who is a member of 
an executive control group (determined 
pursuant to § 152.130).

(3) Employees whose occupational 
duties and responsibilities are of a type 
not exclusively performed in or related 
to the canned fruits and vegetables 
manufacturing industry and whose pay 
adjustments are—

(i) Historically related to the pay ad­
justments of employees performing such 
duties outside the canned fruits and 
vegetables manufacturing industry; and

(ii) Not related to pay adjustments of 
another unit of employees engaged on a 
regular and Continuing basis in the oper­
ation of an establishment in the canned 
fruits and vegetables manufacturing in­
dustry or in support of such oneration 
within the meaning of paragraph (c) of 
this section.

(4) Employees who are members of an 
appropriate employee unit if 25 percent 
or more of the employees who are mem­
bers of such unit are not engaged on a 
regular and continuing basis in the oper­
ation of an establishment in the canned 
fruits and vegetables manufacturing in­
dustry or in support of such operation.

(5) Pay adjustments with respect to 
which a report or request for approval 
has been filed or a challenge has been 
made or issued prior to March 18, 1974, 
pursuant to the provisions of Subpart F 
of Part 130 of this chapter, or Subpart H 
of this part.

(6) Pay adjustments scheduled to be 
effective prior to March 18, 1974, for 
which a report or request for approval is 
required pursuant to the provisions of 
Subpart H of this part, including pay ad­
justments with respect to which a report 
is required pursuant to § 152.76(c) (2).

(7) Pay adjustments with respect to 
an appropriate employee unit which is 
subject to a decision and order of the 
Council or its delegate—

(iP  Issued prior to March 18, 1974; or
(ii) Issued on or after March 18, 1974, 

with respect to pay adjustments which 
are the subject of a report, request for 
approval, or challenge described in para­
graphs (d) (5) or (6) of this section.
The limitation set forth in this para­
graph (d) (7) shall be applicable for the 
period covered by -such decision and 
order.

(8) Employees engaged on a regular 
and continuing basis in the operation of 
an establishment in the canned fruits

and vegetables manufacturing industry if 
such establishment is controlled directly 
or indirectly by a firm primarily engaged 
in the wholesale or retail sale of food.

(e) Certain contract provisions. Con­
tract provisions which depend for their 
operation upon the modification or ter­
mination of the Economic Stabilization 
Act of 1970, as amended, or of any rules, 
regulations, or orders of the Council, and 
which affect employees engaged on a 
regular and continuing basis in the 
operation of an establishment in the 
canned fruits and vegetables industry, 
are inoperative as unreasonably incon­
sistent with the goals* of the Economic 
Stabilization Program.

(f) Effective date. The exemption pro­
vided in this section shall be applicable 
to pay adjustments with respect to work 
performed on and after March 18, 1974.

[FR Doc.74-6574 FUed 3-18-74;4:00 pm]

PART 152— PHASE IV PAY REGULATIONS
Exemption of Paper and Allied Products 

and Waste Paper
Correction

On page 9967 of the issue for Friday, 
March 15, 1974, a correction was pub­
lished correcting FR Doc. 74-5817, which 
appeared at page 9535 of the issue for 
Tuesday, March 12, 1974. The headings 
of this correction should have read as set 
forth above, and in the third line of the 
correction the reference to “§ 150.40V” 
should have read “§ 152.40v”.

Title 7— Agriculture
CHAPTER VIII— AGRICULTURAL STABILI­

ZATION AND CONSERVATION SERVICE 
(SUGAR), DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUL­
TURE

SUBCHAPTER I— DETERMINATION OF PRICES 
[Docket No. SH-322]

PART 877— SUGARCANE: PUERTO RICO 
Fair and Reasonable Prices for 1973-74 

Crop
The Sugar Act of 1948, as amended, re­

quires producers who also process sugar­
cane grown by other producers to pay 
prices determined by the Secretary of 
Agriculture to be fair and reasonable as 
one of the conditions for receiving Sugar 
Act payments on their own production.

Such determination may not be made 
until after investigation and opportunity 
for interested persons to testify on the 
fair and reasonable prices to be paid 
under either purchase or toll agreements. 
A public hearing was held in San Juan, 
Puerto RicJ, on November 29, 1973.

The determination, which is applicable 
to the 1973—74 crop of Puerto Rican 
sugarcane, continues the provisions of the
1972-73 crop determination.

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
301(c)(2) of the Sugar Act of 1948 (7 
U.S.C. 1131(c)(2)), as amended, (herein 
referred to as “act”) , after investiga­
tion, and due consideration of evidence 
presented at the public hearing held in 
San Juan, Puerto Rico, on November 29, 
1973, the following determination is here-, 
by issued.
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The regulations previously appearing 
In these sections under “Determination 
of Prices; Sugarcane; Puerto Rico” re­
main in full force and effect as to the 
time period to which they were appli­
cable.
Sec.
877.21 General requirements.
877.22 Definitions.
877.23 Payment for sugarcane.
877.24 Payment for molasses.
877.25 Determination of net sugarcane.
877.26 Services and allowances to producers.
877.27 Reporting requirements.
877.28 Applicability.
877.29 Procedures for checking compliance.
877.30 Subterfuge.

A u t h o r i t y  : Secs, 877.21. to 877.30 issued 
under secs. 301, 403, 61 Stat. 929, as amended, 
932; (7 U.S.C. 1131,1153).
§ 877.21 General requirements.

A producer of sugarcane in Puerto Rico 
who is also a processor of sugarcane, to 
which this part applies as provided in 
§ 877.28 of this part (herein referred to as 
“processor”), shall have paid or con­
tracted to pay for sugarcane of the 1973- 
74 crop grown by other producers and 
processed by him, prices not less than 
those determined in accordance with the 
following requirements.
§ 877.22 Definitions.

For the purpose of this part, the term:
(a) “Price of raw sugar” means the 

simple average of the daily spot price 
quotations for sugar deliverable under 
the New York Coffee and Sugar Exchange 
No. 10 domestic contract (bulk sugar) for 
the period January 1, 1974, through De­
cember 31,1974, except that if the Direc­
tor of the Sugar Division, Agricultural 
Stabilization and Conservation Service, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20250, determines that any 
such price quotation does not reflect the 
true market value of raw sugar because 
of inadequate volume or other factors, he 
may designate the price to be effective 
under this determination which he deter­
mines will reflect the true market value 
of raw sugar.

(b) “Sugar yield period” means any 
period not exceeding one calendar month 
as may be elected by the processor to de­
termine the yield of raw sugar. The pe­
riod adopted by the processor shall be 
used uniformly throughout the grinding 
season. In instances where odd days oc­
cur because a processor begins or ends 
grinding on a day which does not cor­
respond with the beginning or ending of 
the sugar yield period, or grinding is in­
terrupted because of holidays or for other 
reasons, such odd days shall be Included 
either-in the prior or subsequent sugar 
yield period, or treated as a separate 
sugar yield period.

(c) “Raw sugar” means raw sugar, 96° 
basis.

(d) “Yield of raw sugar” means the 
yield of raw sugar per 100 pounds of 
net sugarcane determined for the sugar 
yield period in accordance with the 
formulae set forth in Schedule A at­
tached hereto and made a part hereof.

(e) “Inferior varieties of sugarcane” 
means sugarcane of Saccharum Sponta- 
neum or Saccharum Sinense variety (in-
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eluding sugarcane of the Japanese, Uba, 
Kavangerie, Zuinga, Caledonia, Coimba­
tore 213, and Coimbatore 281 varieties).

(f) “Net sugarcane” means (1) the 
gross weight of the sugarcane delivered 
to the mill determined to contain a quan­
tity of trash not in excess of five percent 
of the gross weight, or (2) the gross 
weight of the sugarcane delivered to the 
mill less the quantity of trash determined 
to be in excess of five percent of such 
gross weight.

(g) “Trash” means green or dried 
leaves, sugarcane tops above the last 
formed joint, soil, stones, and all other 
extraneous material.

(h) “Area office” means Caribbean 
Area Agricultural Stabilization and Con­
servation Service Office, P.O. Box 11188, 
Santurce, Puerto Rico 00910.
§ 877.23 Payment for sugarcane.

(a) The payment for net sugarcane de­
livered by the producer to the processor 
shall be made either by the delivery to 
the producer of his share of raw sugar or 
by the payment to the producer of the 
money value of his share of raw sugar, 
whichever method is agreed upon by the 
producer and the processor.

(b) For each 100 pounds of net sugar­
cane (including inferior varieties of sug­
arcane) having a yield of raw sugar of 9 
pounds or more, the producer’s share of 
raw sugar shall be not less than the quan­
tity of raw sugar determined by apply­
ing the following applicable percentage 
to the yield of raw sugar of the producer’s 
net sugarcane:
Pounds of raw sugar per 100
pounds of net sugarcane Percentage
9 .0  _      63.0
9.5 ____ 'J>.____ _______ ____ ________  63.5
10.0 ---------------------      64.0
10.5 ............................ ............... ......  64. 5
11.0 ___________   65.0
11.5 ______________     65.5
12.0 _______________________________ 66. 0
12.5 __________________________ 66. 5
13.0____ __________________________ 67. 0
13.5 and over___________ ____ ______  67.5

Intermediate points within the above scale 
are to be Interpolated to the nearest one- 
tenth point.

(c) For each 100 pounds of net sugar­
cane (including inferior varieties of sug­
arcane) having a yield of raw sugar of 
less than 9 pounds, the producer’s share 
of raw sugar shall be not less than the 
quantity determined by subtracting 3% 
pounds of raw sugar from the yield of raw 
sugar of the producer’s net sugarcane.

(d) If settlement with the producer is 
made in sugar, delivery shall be made, 
loaded in the producer’s vehicle, at the 
mill where the sugar is produced, unless 
the producer and processor agree in writ­
ing to delivery at another mill: Provided, 
That the processor shall bear any in­
crease in marketing costs resulting from 
such agreement.

(e) If settlement with the producer is 
made in cash, the processor shall pay to 
the producer the money value of his 
share of raw sugar determined on the 
basis of the price of raw sugar converted 
to an f.o.b. mill price by subtracting 
therefrom the admissible deductions for 
selling and delivery expenses on raw

sugar in accordance with Schedule B, 
attached hereto and made a part hereof.
§ 8 7 7 .2 4  Payment for molasses.

For each ton of net sugarcane deliv­
ered the processor shall either deliver to 
the producer 66 percent of the average 
production of blackstrap molasses per 
ton of net sugarcane of the 1973-74 crop 
processed at each mill or shall pay to 
the producer the money value of such 
quantity of molasses, whichever method 
is agreed upon between the producer and 
the processor. If settlement with the pro­
ducer is made in cash, such settlement 
shall be based upon the average gross 
proceeds from the sales of molasses less 
the admissible deductions for selling and 
delivery expenses in accordance with 
Schedule C, attached hereto and made 
a part hereof. A processor operating 
more than one mill shall compute the 
average gross proceeds per gallon from 
the sales of molasses produced at all 
mills operated by such processor and 
shall compute the net proceeds per gal­
lon separately for each mill operated by 
such processor. If a processor has not 
sold 1973-74 crop molasses by the time 
he is required to submit to the Area 
office a statement as required by 
§ 877.27(b), he shall have made a provi­
sional molasses payment to producers 
based upon not less than 85 percent of 
the average of the net proceeds per gal­
lon realized by all other processors in 
Puerto Rico who made cash settlements 
for 1973-74 crop molasses, as determined 
by the Director of the Area office. Final 
settlement with such producers shall be 
made promptly after the 1973-74 crop 
molasses has been sold, based upon the 
average net proceeds therefrom and the 
processor shall promptly submit to the 
Area office a statement as required by 
§ 877.27(b). In the event a processor 
has transferred all or part of its 1973- 
74 production of molasses to an affiliate, 
molasses payments to growers shall be 
based on the price of the molasses trans­
ferred to the affiliate, but such price shall 
not be less than the average net pro­
ceeds per gallon as determined by the 
Director of the Area office for all proc­
essors who sold 1973-74 crop molasses. 
Where payment is based on the average 
net proceeds of all processors who sold 
molasses, the processor is required to 
make a provisional molasses payment not 
later than June 1, 1975, based upon not 
less than 85 percent of the estimated 
average of net proceeds per gallon re­
alized by all other processors in Puerto 
Rico, as determined by the Director of 
the Area office from reports submitted 
under provisions of § 877.27(b). Proces­
sor is further required to make a final 
molasses payment in the *8mount neces­
sary to base the total molasses payment 
upon a price not less than the average 
net proceeds per gallon for all processors 
who sold the 1973-74 crop of molasses 
after the Area office has determined such 
net proceeds and notified the processor.
§ 877.25 Determination o f  net sugar­

cane.
(a) The net sugarcane of each pro­

ducer (including the processor) which is
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delivered to the mill each day shall be 
determined as follows: The processor 
jointly with a representative designated 
by the producers or the producer organ­
ization in any mill area, shall examine 
the sugarcane deliveries and estimate 
whether the deliveries contain a quantity 
of trash Cl) not in excess of five percent 
of the gross weight, or (2) in excess of 
five percent of the gross weight. In the 
absence of a producer representative the 
processor shall have full responsibility 
for examining such sugarcane deliveries 
and for making such estimates. As to the 
deliveries of sugarcane of any producer 
which are estimated to contain trash not 
in excess of five percent, the gross weight 
of the sugarcane delivered shall also be 
the net weight. As to the deliveries of 
sugarcane of any producer estimated by 
both the processor and the representa­
tive of producers or by either of such 
parties to contain trash in excess of five 
percent, the net weight shall be deter­
mined by taking a representative sample 
of not less than 100 pounds of sugarcane 
from one or more of the deliveries 
deemed to be representative and separa­
ting therefrom all trash. The weight of 
trash which is removed from the sample 
of sugarcane shall be exDressed as a per­
centage of the gross weight of the sam­
ple. The net weight of the sugarcane de­
livery from which the sample was taken 
shall be determined by deducting from 
the gross weight of such sugarcane, a per­
centage thereof whieh represents the ex­
cess, if any, of the trash over five per­
cent, and the same adjustments as 
determined above shall be applied to the 
gross weight of all other deliveries de­
livered by that producer during the same 
day or in the case of sugarcane handled 
in bulk during the same sugar yield 
period, which are estimated to contain 
trash content reasonably similar to the 
delivery from which the sample was 
taken.

(b) With respect to the sample taken 
as provided in paragraph (a) of this 
section, the processor shall make a sepa­
rate determination of the weight of soil 
and stones contained in such sample and 
may charge the producer five cents per 
ton of net sugarcane delivered which is 
represented by the sample for each one 
percent, fractions in proportion, by which 
the weight of soil and stones is in excess 
of one percent of the gross weight of the 
sample.

(c) The processor may charge the 
producer 66 percent of the actual cost, 
but not to exceed $2.64, for each sample 
taken for trash including soil and stones 
to cover the cost of sampling and meas­
uring the actual quantity of trash.

(d) Notwithstanding the foregoing 
paragraphs of this section, in cases 
where the direct cane analysis method 
is used, gross weight will also be net 
weight.
§ 877 .26  Services and allowances to pro­

ducers.
(a) When payment is made to the 

producer by the delivery of raw sugar, the

processor shall store and insure all such 
sugar through December 31, 1974, and 
shall bear the cost thereof.

(b) The costs of services which were 
borne by the processor for the 1972-73 
crop shall be borne for the 1973-74 crop.

(c) Allowances made to producers by 
the processor for the 1972-73 crop shall 
be made for the 1973-74 crop at the rates 
which were effective under comparable 
conditions in 1972-73; except that the 
processor is given the option of paying 
hauling allowances to producers on 
either (1) the gross weight of sugarcane, 
or (2) in cases where a bulk trash deter­
mination, as provided in section 877.25 
(a> is made, the net weight of sugarcane 
as determined by deducting from the 
gross weight the amount of trash that is 
in excess of five percent: Provided, That 
if the processor elects to pay allow­
ances on the net weight, the allowance 
shall be computed at not less than the 
rates established in Rule 12 of the Sugar 
Board of Puerto Rico plus ten percent 
of such rates. The method of paying 
hauling allowances elected by the proc­
essor shall be used uniformly through­
out the grinding season.

(d> Nothing in paragraphs (b) or (c) 
of this section shall be construed as pro­
hibiting negotiations between the proces­
sor and producer with respect to the 
amount, of services or allowances to be 
made to the producer, any change to be 
approved in writing by the Area office 
upon a determination by the Director of 
the Area office that the change is fair 
and reasonable.
§ 877.27 Reporting requirements.

(a) The processor shall submit to the 
Area office a statement as to whether set­
tlement with producers is to be made in 
sugar or in cash, together with a state­
ment as to the sugar yield period which 
will be used during the grinding season. 
Such information shall be submitted not 
later than April 3,1974, except that if the 
Director of the Area office determines 
that the failure to submit such statement 
by such date was unintentional, an ex­
tension of time may be granted by the 
Area office.

(b> If the processor makes settlement 
in cash, he shall submit in duplicate 
to tiie Area office statements verified by 
a Certified Public Accountant of the 
gross proceeds from the sales of molasses 
and the deductions made in determin­
ing the f.o.b. mill price of sugar and the 
net proceeds from molasses. Such state­
ments shall be submitted not later than 
June 1, 1975, except that if the Director 
of the Area office determines that the 
failure to submit such statement by 
such date was unintentional, an exten­
sion of time may be granted by the Area 
office.

(c) The processor shall submit to the 
Area office a statement as to the option 
he elects in making hauling allowances to 
producers during the grinding season. 
Such information shall be submitted 
not later than April 3, 1974.

§ 877.28 Applicability.
The requirements of this part are 

applicable to all sugarcane purchased 
from other producers and processed by 
a processor who produces sugarcane (a 
processor-producer is defined in 7 CFR 
893.1); and to sugarcane purchased by 
a cooperative processor from non-mem­
bers. The requirements are not appli­
cable to sugarcane processed by a co­
operative processor for its members.
§ 877 .29  Procedures for cheeking com­

pliance.
The procedures to be followed by 

the Caribbean Area ASCS Office in 
checking compliance with the require­
ments of this part are set forth under 
the heading Part 8—"Fair Price Deter­
mination” in Handbook 5-SU, issued by 
the Deputy Administrator, Programs, 
Agricultural Stabilization and Conser­
vation Service. Handbook 5-SU may be 
inspected at and copies obtained from 
the Caribbean Area ASCS Office, P.O. 
Box 11188, Santurce, Puerto Rico 00910.
§ 877.30 Subterfuge.

The processor shall not reduce the 
returns to the producer below those de­
termined in accordance with the re­
quirements of this Part through any 
subterfuge or device whatsoever.
S tatement of B ases and Considerations

General, The foregoing determina­
tion establishes the fair and reason- 
able price requirements which must be 
met, as one of the conditions for pay­
ment under the act, by a producer who 
processes sugarcane of the 1973-74 crop 
grown by other producers.

Requirements of the act. Section 301 
(c> (2) of the act provides as a condi­
tion for payment, that the producer on 
the farm who is also directly or indi­
rectly a processor of sugarcane, as may 
be determined by the Secretary, shall 
have paid, or contracted to pay under 
either purchase or toll agreements, for 
sugarcane grown by other producers and 
processed by him at rates not less than 
those that may be determined by the Sec­
retary to be fair and reasonable after 
investigation and due notice and oppor­
tunity for public hearing.

1973-74 price determination. This de­
termination continues the provisions of 
the prior determination.

A public hearing was held in San Juan, 
Puerto Rico, cm November 29, 1973 at 
which interested persons were afforded 
the opportunity to present testimony and 
make recommendations with respect to 
fair and reasonable prices for the 1973-74 
crop of sugarcane. Representatives of 
the Puerto Rico Farm Bureau recom­
mended that the present system of bas­
ing selling and delivery expenses for all 
independent producers on an average 
of such expenses for all mills be changed 
to require that all independent producer 
sugar be considered as marketed within 
Puerto Rico for the local market and 
that any amount of raw sugar marketed 
in the Continental U.S. be considered 
as processor sugar, making it necessary
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for the mills shipping raw sugar tp the 
mainland to absorb any and all selling 
and delivery expenses so .incurred. They 
estimate that such a move would in­
crease income to the independent cane 
farmers in Puerto Rico by about $1.0 
million. They further recommended that 
no basic changes be made in the present 
payment scale contained in the deter­
mination, but that increases be allowed 
in accordance with any increases author­
ized in transportation costs; i.e., an es­
calator clause to allow for increased cane 
hauling charges resulting from increased 
fuel costs.

The Sugar Corporation of Puerto Rico, 
an agency of the Commonwealth gov­
ernment, filed a supplemental brief 
which states that the Corporation was 
formed as a subsidiary of the Land Au­
thority of Puerto Rico on February 1, 
1973 to oversee the rehabilitation of the 
Island’s sugar industry. The Sugar Cor­
poration is the largest producer in 
Puerto Rico, operating all mills and 
refineries, and accounting for more than 
70 percent of total sugar production. In 
its brief, the Sugar Corporation states 
that the present method of basing de­
ductible selling and delivery expenses for 
mills shipping less than 20 percent of 
their sugar to mainland refineries on the 
average of such expenses incurred by 
mills shipping 20 percent or more to the 
mainland is appropriate and equitable 
and should not be changed. It states 
that dining the 1972-73 crop season an 
estimated 30,000 tons of raw sugar will 
be marketed in the Continental U.S. 
from the Coloso, Guanica, and Plata 
mills. It maintains that the selling and 
delivery expenses incurred should serve 
as the basis for determining these ex­
penses for the other ten m ills that oper­
ated during the 1972-73 season, inasmuch 
as exclusion of the shipping and delivery 
expenses would in turn increase the price 
of refined sugar in the Commonwealth.

Consideration has been given to the 
recommendations made at the public 
hearing; to data on the returns, costs, 
and profits or losses of producing and 
processing sugarcane obtained by field 
survey for prior crops and recast in 
terms of price and production conditions 
likely to prevail for the 1973-74 crop; 
and to other relevant factors. Total sugar 
production continues to decline each 
year in Puerto Rico. The 252,200 tons of 
sugar produced from the 1972-73 crop 
was the smallest crop since the early 
1900’s. The average yield of raw sugar 
per ton of cane increased from 135 
pounds in 1971-72 to 139 pounds in 1972- 
73, but compares poorly with the level 
of 204 pounds achieved in 1960-61.

This determination continues the pro­
visions of the 1972-73 determination. The 
recommendation of the Farm Bureau 
that all independent producer sugar be 
considered as marketed locally and, 
therefore, exempted from deductions for 
selling and delivery expenses has not been 
adopted. The Department’s responsibility 
for determining a fair and reasonable 
price will not permit adoption of the rec­

ommendation, of the Farm Bureau with­
out a corresponding change in the shar­
ing relationship between the independent 
growers and the sugar mills.

The recommendation for an escalator 
clause to allow for increased cane haul­
ing charges resulting from increased fuel 
costs has not been adopted. The Depart­
ment will continue to issue price deter­
minations for Puerto Rico on a yearly 
basis, and will evaluate this new factor 
resulting from the “energy crisis” in the 
context of how it affects the sharing re­
lationship between producers and proc­
essors.

On the basis of an examination of all 
pertinent factors, the provisions of this 
determination are deemed to be fair and 
reasonable.

Accordingly, I hereby find and con­
clude that the foregoing determination 
will effectuate the price provisions of the 
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended.

N o t e : The recordkeeping and reporting re­
quirements of these regulations have been 
approved by, and subsequent recordkeeping 
and reporting requirements will be subject to 
the approval of the Office of Management and 
Budget in accordance with the Federal Re­
ports Act of 1942.

Effective date. This determination shall 
become effective on March 20, 1974, and 
is applicable to the 1973-74 crop of 
Puerto Rican sugarcane.

Signed at Washington, D.C. on 
March 15, 1974.

G lenn A. Weir,
Acting Administrator, Agricul-  . 

tural Stabilization and Con­
servation Service.

S c h e d u l e  A
FORM ULAE FOR D ETERM IN IN G  T H E  " YIELD O F  RAW 

SUGAR”  FOR BACH PRODUCER

(A) Where a continuous sample of the 
first expressed or crusher Juice of the deliv­
eries of sugarcane by a producer is used, the 
formula for determining the yield of raw 
sugar shall be:

R =TI (S—0.3B)F
Where:

R=Yield of raw sugar, 96° basis;
S=Polarization of the first expressed or 

crusher juice obtained from the sugarcane 
of each producer;

B=Brix of the first expressed or crusher 
juice obtained from the sugarcane of each 
producer;

T=Trash correction factor which varies 
inversely with the amount of trash contained 
in the-sugarcane of each producer from 1.0 for 
sugarcane which contains an amount of trash 
not in excess of 5 percent of the gross weight 
of sugarcane to 0.76075 for sugarcane which 
contains an amount of trash in excess of 30 
percent: Provided, That where sugarcane 
has been subjected to a washing process prior 
to milling, the amount of trash that is soil 
shall be excluded in determining the cor­
rection factor.

I = inferior sugarcane correction factor 
which is applied only to inferior varieties of 
sugarcane of each producer and is deter­
mined as follows:

(a) When the purity, P, (where P=100 
S -fB ), of the first expressed or crusher Juice 
of sugarcane is equal to 75 or more, the fac­
tor, 1=0.9; or

(b) When the purity, P, (where P=100  
S h-B), of the first expressed or crusher juice

of such sugarcane is less than 75, the factor, 
1=0.9 —0.02 (75—P);

F=Yield factor which is determined as 
follows:

(a) Determine the “tentative recovery of 
raw sugar,” 96° basis, for each producer de­
livering sugarcane during the settlement pe­
riod from the product of the formula 
(S—0.3B), the number of hundredweights of 
net sugarcane, the applicable trash correction 
factor, T; and where applicable the inferior 
sugarcane correction factor, I; and

(b) Divide the pounds of raw sugar, 96° 
basis, produced at the mill during the appli­
cable settlement period by the sum of the 
“tentative recoveries of raw sugar” for all 
producers to obtain the yield factor, F,

If part of the sugarcane delivered by 
producers is subjected to a washing process 
prior to milling, the polarization and brix of 
the resulting dilute first expressed or crusher 
juice of such sugarcane shall be converted to 
an undiluted first expressed or crusher juice 
basis by application of dilution compensa­
tion factors (DCF) computed as follows:

Brix of undiluted first expressed
or crusher Juice sample___________ ___ ~ *__ *

— Brix of diluted first expressed
or crusher juice sample

Pol of undiluted first expressed
or crusher juice sample1DCJF — _. ____ _ a_Pol of diluted first expressed
or crusher juice sample

A written description of procedures and 
the frequency of sampling sugarcane to be 
used in determining DCF factors shall be 
submitted by the processor to the Area office 
and shall be subject to approval of that 
office.

(B) Where the “direct cane analysis” 
method is used the sampling of sugarcane de­
livered by producers must be by the core 
sampler method and the formula for deter­
mining the yield of raw sugar shall be:

R = F  [S—0.3 (B+0.1 fe) ]
Where:

R=96° Yield % Cane, or yield of raw sugar, 
96° basis;

S=Pol % Cane;
B=Brix % Cane;
fc=Fiber % Cane;
F —Factor calculated using the values 

obtained during the liquidation period, 
weighted on the basis of the net weight of 
cane and substituted at the right side of the 
following equation:

R
S —0.3 (B+0.1 t e)

Whenever the “dirfect cane analysis” meth­
od is used, no adjustments in the cane weight 
and yield shall be made for purposes of 
determining the yield of raw sugar.

(C) Where the sugarcane delivered by pro­
ducers is sampled by hand or machine and 
the juice is extracted by a laboratory hand 
mill, the yield of raw sugar may be deter­
mined in accordance with the formula pro­
vided under (A) above after the sample mill 
juice Brix and sucrose for each producer has 
been factored to a first expressed or crusher 
juice basis.

(D) Where sugarcane is handled in bulk, 
the procedures for sampling the deliveries of 
sugarcane by a producer shall be representa­
tive of all the deliveries of sugarcane of such 
producer.

(E) All the sugarcane delivered by a pro­
ducer during the settlement period shall be 
considered in determining the yield of raw 
sugar for the period, Including that sugar­
cane for which a negative yield is obtained 
when applying the formulae set forth in the 
preceding paragraphs.
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AD M ISSIBLE DEDUCTIONS FOB SELLIN G  AND 

DELIVERY EX PEN SES O N  RAW SUGAR

Admissible deductions for selling and deliv­
ery expenses in connection with the pay­
ment for sugarcane provided in § 877.23 of 
the 1973-74 price determination are limited 
to the sum of the following expenses for 
each mill operated by a processor, net of any 
receipts which reduce such expenses:

(1) Freight from the mill directly to the 
bulk raw sugar loading terminal, including 
the cost of covering cars or trucks where 
necessary;

(2) The cost of receiving, handling, and 
loading aboard ship at the bulk terminal at 
the rates established by the Puerto Rico 
Public Service Commission and in effect at 
the time the sugar is delivered to the bulk 
sugar terminal facility:

(3) Ocean freight;
(4) Unloading at destination^
(5) Freight demurrage resulting from 

causes beyond the control of the shipper;
(6 ) Reclaiming, weighing, and loading at 

mill or where stored;
(7) Shore risk, marine and war risk in­

surance;
(8) Brokerage or commission and ex­

change;
(9) Weighing, testing, and sampling at 

destination;
When any of the necessary services in­

cluded in items (1), (3), (4), (5) or (6) above 
are furnished by the processor, costs incurred 
may include for each of the services 
rendered:

(1) Direct and immediate supervisory 
labor;

(2) Maintenance labor and supplies re­
quired for the facilities used;

(3) Taxes and insurance assessed or 
charged to the processor on such labor and a 
proportionate share of retirement and pen­
sion, bonuses, and vacation expenses properly 
allocable to such labor;

(4) Direct supplies; and
(5) Depreciation (at rates allowed by the 

taxing authority), property taxes, and prop­
erty Insurance on the facilities used.

Administrative expenses and interest shall 
be excluded, from the computation of costs. 
In the event that facilities used in providing 
the necessary services are also used for other 
purposes by the processor, only that portion 
of the maintenance, depreciation, property 
taxes, and property insurance of such facili­
ties properly apportionable to the necessary 
service shall be allowed.

The Director of the Area office may permit 
the use of the lowest rate charged by a public 
utility or carrier for comparable service in 
lieu of the costs incurred by the processor 
in furnishing the necessary service in the 
event that the costs Incurred therefor can­
not be accurately determined.

In determining the f.o.b. mill nrice of raw 
sugar sold or processed in Puerto Rico, equiv­
alent selling and delivery expenses as ap­
proved by the Director of the Area office shall 
be computed as follows:

(1) If the processor delivers 20 percent or 
more of the total quantity of raw sugar pro­
duced by the mill to mainland refiners, the 
allowable per hundredweight selling and 
delivery expenses to be applied to such total 
quantity shall be the average of the admis­
sible selling and delivery expenses as ap­
proved by the Director of the Area office for 
that quantity of raw sugar produced by the 
mill which was delivered to mainland 
refiners.

(2) If the processor delivers less than 20 
percent of the total quantity of raw sugar 
produced by the mill to mainland refiners, 
the allowable per hundredweight selling and 
delivery expenses to be applied to such total
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quantity shall be an amount equal to the 
average of the admissible selling and delivery 
expenses approved by the Director of the 
Area office for all 1973-74 crop raw sugar 
produced in Puerto Rico which was delivered 
to mainland refiners except that such aver­
age of all selling and delivery expenses shall 
be increased (or reduced as appropriate) by 
an amount representing the difference be­
tween the estimated per hundredweight in­
land transportation costs which would have 
been incurred by the processor had all such 
1973-74 crop raw sugar been delivered to 
the bulk sugar terminal to which the Area 
office determines the sugar could have been 
transported at the lowest inland transporta­
tion costs, and the average per hundred­
weight of all admissible inland transporta­
tion costs for all 1973-74 crop raw sugar that 
was delivered to the mainland. The average 
of the admissible selling and delivery ex­
penses shall, as provided above, be increased 
when the estimated inland transportation 
costs are greater than such average, and be 
reduced when the estimated inland trans­
portation costs are less than such average.

The statement as required by § 877.27 of 
the determination shall include the follow­
ing certification:

Certification

I, hereby certify that as a result of the 
audit performed on the books of Central 
___________ as o f ________ ___ _ the deduc­
tions as set forth herein are properly charge­
able as selling and delivery expenses for sugar 
in accordance with the determination of fair 
and reasonable prices for the 1973—74 crop of 
Puerto Rican sugarcane.

r f  S chedule C
ADM ISSIBLE DEDUCTIONS FO R SELLIN G  AND 

DELIVERY EX PEN SES FOR M OLASSES

Admissible deductions for selling and de­
livery expenses in connection with the mo­
lasses payment provided in § 877.24 of the 
1973-74 price determination are limited to 
the sum of the following expenses actually 
incurred at each mill operated by a proces­
sor, net of any receipts which reduce such 
expenses:
• (1) O p e ra tio n  o f p u m p s  to  d eliver m o lasses 

f ro m  m ill t a n k  to  sh ip s ld e  o r  o th e r  de livery  
p o in t;

(2) Freight incurred or which would have 
been incurred on direct shipment from tanks 
located at the mill to shipside, or to a water­
front tank facility, or to local buyers when 
such molasses is sold on a delivered price 
basis;

(3) Operation of tank barges, tugs, or 
other marine equipment used in delivering 
molasses to shipside;

(4) Weighing and testing;
(5) . Wharfage, including charges arising 

from utilization of waterfront facilities such 
as pipelines (including fees paid for right of 
way privileges), pumps, and tanks (a) to 
store molasses in anticipation of shipment; 
and (b) to deliver such molasses within the 
hold of the ship;
. (6) Shore risk insurance (limited in cov­
erage from mill to shipside) ;

(7) Freight demurrage resulting from 
causes beyond the control of the shipper;

(8 ) Brokerage paid to a bona fide broker.
When any of the necessary services in ­

cluded in items (1) through (8 ) above are 
furnished by the processor, costs incurred 
may include for each of the services 
rendered :

(1) Direct and immediate supervisory 
labor*;

(2) Maintenance labor and supplies re­
quired for facilities used;

(3) Taxes and insurance assessed or 
charged to the processor on such labor and
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a proportionate share of retirement and pen­
sions, bonuses and vacation expenses prop­
erly allocable to such labor;

(4) Fuel, energy or direct supplies; and
(5) Depreciation (at rates allowed by the 

taxing authorities), property taxes and prop­
erty insurance on the facilities used.

Administrative expenses and interest shall 
be excluded from the computation of costs. 
In the event that facilities used in providing 
the necessary services are also use for other 
purposes by the processor, only that portion 
of the maintenance, depreciation, property 
taxes, and property insurance of such facil­
ities, properly apportionable to the necessary 
service^ shall be allowed.

The Director of the Area office may permit 
the use of the lowest rate charged by a pub­
lic utility or carrier for comparable service in 
lieu of the cost incurred by the processor in 
furnishing the necessary service in the event 
that the costs Incurred therefore cannot be 
accurately determined.

The statement as required by § 877.27 of 
the determination shall include the following 
certification :

Certification

I, hereby certify that, as the result of the 
audit performed on the books of Central
___________  as of :___ _____ _ the gross
proceeds from the sales of molasses as herein 
stated are true and correct and the deduc­
tions set forth herein are properly chargeable 
as selling and delivery expenses for molasses 
in accordance with the determination of 
fair and reasonable prices for the 1973-74 
crop of Puerto Rican sugarcane.

[FR Doc.74-6368 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

CHAPTER IX— AGRICULTURAL MARKET­
ING SERVICE {MARKETING AGREE­
MENTS AND ORDERS: FRUITS. VEGE­
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE
PART 991— HANDLING OF HOPS OF 

DOMESTIC PRODUCTION
Salable Quantity and Allotment Percentage 

for the 1974-75 Marketing Year
Notice was published in the Febru­

ary 19, 1974, Issue of the Federal R eg­
ister (39 FR 6118) regarding a proposal 
to establish, for the 1974-75 marketing 
year, beginning August 1, 1974, a salable 
quantity of 60,270,000 pounds, and an 
allotment percentage of 100 percent, for 
hops grown in Washington, Oregon, 
Idaho, and California. The salable quan­
tity is the total quantity of hops that may 
be freely marketed from any crop grown 
in those states and handled by handlers. 
The salable quantity is prorated among 
producers by applying the allotment per­
centage to each producer’s allotment 
base.

The salable quantity and allotment 
percentage herein established are based 
on a recommendation of the Hop Ad­
ministrative Committee and other avail­
able information in accordance with pro­
visions of Marketing Order No. 991, as 
amended (7 CFR Part 991), regulating 
the handling of hops of domestic produc­
tion, effective under the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674).

The notice afforded interested persons 
the opportunity to submit written data, 
views, or arguments with respect to the 
proposal. None were received.
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The salable quantity and allotment 
percentage are derived from the follow­
ing Committee determinations for the 
marketing year beginning August 1,1974:

(1) Total domestic consumption of
37.500.000 pounds of hops;

(2) Minus imports of 10,000,000 
pounds of hops to result in domestic 
consumption of U.S. hops of 27,500,000 
pounds;

(3) Plus total U.S. exports of 29,000,- 
000 pounds of hops to equal 56,500,000 
pounds total usage of U.S. hops;

(4) Minus a desirable inventory ad­
justment, as of September 1, 1975, of
1.500.000 pounds;

(51 Plus an adjustment of 5,270,000 
pounds to provide for adequate supplies 
should some producer allotments of hops 
not be fully produced.

Thus, the salable quantity during the
1974-75 marketing year would be 60,-
270.000 pounds.

The proposed salable percentage is 
computed by subtracting from this sal­
able quantity 1,000,000 pounds for addi­
tional allotment bases (for hops of the 
Fuggle variety pursuant to §§ 991.138(b) 
and 991.138c and dividing the remainder 
by 59,270,000 pounds, the total of all al­
lotment bases less the 1,000,000 pound 
additional allotment bases for Fuggle 
variety hops.

After consideration of all relevant 
matter presented, including that in the 
notice, the information and recommen­
dation submitted hy the Committee, the 
applicable provisions of the marketing 
order, and other available information, 
it is found that to establish a salable 
quantity and allotment percentage as 
hereinafter set forth will tend to effec­
tuate the declared policy of the act.

Therefore, the salable quantity and al­
lotment percentage to be applicable to 
the 1974-75 marketing year (August 1, 
1974-July 31, 1975) are established as 
follows:
§ 991.212 Allotment percentage and 

salable quantity for  hops during the 
marketing year beginning August 1, 
1974.

The allotment percentage during the 
marketing year beginning August 1,1974, 
shall be 100 percent, and the salable 
quantity shall be 60,270,000 pounds. 
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 81, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674)

Dated March 14, 1974, to become ef­
fective April 30,1974.

Charles R. B rader, 
Deputy Director» 

Fruit and Vegetable Division.
{PR Doc.74-6441 Piled 3-19-74; 8 :45 am]

CHAPTER X— AGRICULTURAL MARKET­
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE­
MENTS AND ORDERS; MILK), DEPART­
MENT OF AGRICULTURE

[MILK ORDER NO. SO]
PART 1030— MILK IN THE CHICAGO 

REGIONAL MARKETING AREA
Temporary Revision of Shipping 

Percentages
This temporary revision is issued 

pursuant to the provisions of the Agri-
FEDERAL it

cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the provisions of § 1030.11(b) (6) of 
the order regulating the handling of milk 
in the Chicago Regional marketing area.

Notice of proposed rulemaking was 
published in the F ederal Register (39 
FR 9198) concerning a proposed decrease 
in the supply plant shipping percentages 
for the month of March 1974. Interested 
persons were afforded an opportunity to 
file written data, views, and arguments 
thereon. None were filed in opposition.

After consideration of all relevant 
material, including the proposal set forth 
in the aforesaid notice, data, views, and 
arguments filed thereon, and other avail­
able information, it is hereby found and 
determined that for the month of 
March 1974 the supply plant shipping 
percentage of 20 percent that is appli­
cable during the months of January, 
February and March to a plant that was 
a pool plant during each of the preced­
ing months of August through December 
shall be decreased to 10 percent and the 
shipping requirement of 10 percent appli­
cable to each plant in a unit or two or 
more plants pursuant to § 1030.11(b) (7) 
(in) shall be reduced to zero.

Fursuant to the provisions of § 1030.11
(b) (6) the supply plant shipping per­
centages set forth in 1 1030.11(b) (4) and 
§ 1030.11 (b) (7) (iii) shall be increased or 
decreased by up to 10 percentage points 
during the months of August-March if 
necessary to obtain needed shipments or 
to prevent uneconomic shipments.

Central Milk Sales Agency (CMSA), a  
group of cooperative associations repre­
senting over 75 percent of the producers 
supplying the Chicago Regional market, 
requested that the Director of the Dairy 
Division investigate the need to reduce 
the supply plant shipping percentage for 
the month of March 1974. CMSA states 
that a downward revision of 10 percent­
age points in the supply plant shipping 
percentage and in the shipping percent­
age applicable to individual plants with­
in a unit is necessary to prevent uneco­
nomic shipments of milk during the 
month of March 1974.

To fulfill their fluid milk requirements, 
distributing plants obtain a major por­
tion of their milk supplies from supply 
plants, since about 80 percent of the 
market’s milk supply is assembled at sup­
ply plants. In  recent months, however, 
Class I sales have been significantly be­
low a year ago. In January, for instance, 
producer milk pooled as Class I was more 
than 4 percent below January 1973. Thus, 
there is a reduced demand for such sup­
ply plant milk in Class I use and a reduc­
tion in required shipments is, accord­
ingly, appropriate.

CMSA estimates that shipments of 
milk from supply plants to distributing 
plants in February are 16.9 percent below 
such shipments in January, and are more 
than 26 percent below such shipments in 
February 1973. It is expected, therefore, 
that the percentage of supply plant milk 
needed to be shipped to distributing 
plants from many supply plants during 
March 1974 will be less than the required 
20 percent.

A reduction in the required shipments 
of supply plant milk during the month of

GISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 55— WEDNESDAY, <MARC

March will allow greater flexibility in ob­
taining milk as among supply plants in 
the market and may prevent uneconomic 
movements of milk merely for purposes 
of pool plant qualification.

It is concluded that it is necessary to 
reduce the pool supply plant shipping 
percentages by 10 percent for the month 
of March 1974 to prevent uneconomic 
shipments.

It is hereby found and determined that 
thirty days’ notice of the effective date 
hereof is impractical, unnecessary and 
contrary to the public interest in that:

(a) This temporary revision is neces­
sary to reflect current marketing condi­
tions and to maintain orderly market­
ing conditions in the marketing area hi 
that during March 1974 it will prevent 
uneconomic shipments to pool distribut­
ing plants;

(b) This temporary revision does not 
require of persons affected substantial or 
extensive preparation prior to the effec­
tive date; and

(c) Notice of proposed rulemaking was 
given interested parties and they were 
afforded opportunity to file written data, 
views or arguments concerning this tem­
porary revision.

Therefore, good cause exists for mak­
ing this temporary revision effective for 
the month of March 1974.

It is therefore ordered, That the afore­
said provision of the order Is hereby re­
vised for March 1974.
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 81, as amended; 7  U.S.C. 
601-674)

Effective date: March 20, 1974.
Signed at Washington, D.C., on: 

March 14, 1974.
H. L. F orest, 

Director, Dairy Division.
[FR Doc74-6369 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

Title 14— Aeronautics and Space
CHAPTER I— FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN­

ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS­
PORTATION

[Docket No. 12660; Arndt. 89-1803]
PART 39— AIRWORTHINESS 

DIRECTIVES
Dowty Rotol Propellers

A proposal to amend Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to include 
an airworthiness directive requiring re­
placement of sets of rollers after each 
report of significant propeller induced 
vibration in flight, repetitive replace­
ment of sets of rollers, inspections for 
broken rollers and proper preload in 
bearing assemblies, and replacement of 
propeller blades and blade retaining 
bolts, if necessary, until through hard­
ened sets of rollers are installed on Dowty 
Rotol type (c) R.209/4-40-4.5/2 pro­
pellers was published in the F ederal 
R egister on April 5, 1973 (38 FR  8667).

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the amendment. No objections 
were received.

This amendment is made under the 
authority of sections 313(a) , .601, and 
603 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, and 1423), and

I 20, 1974
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of section 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive:
D o w tt  R otol. Applies to Dowty Rotol type

(c) R.209/4-40-4.5/2 propellers installed 
on, but not necessarily limited to, Nihon 
Model YS-11 and YS-11A Series air­
planes equipped with Rolls-Royce Dart 
Model 542 Series engines 

Compliance is required as indicated.
To prevent propeller failure and cracking 

of full width case hardened rollers in the 
bottom (C.F.) race of the propeller blade 
bearings accomplish the following:

(a) For propellers having blade bearing 
assemblies that incorporate Modification No.
(c) VP2416 (SB61-509) or Modification No.
(c) VP2677 (SB61-709) having sets of roUers 
P/N’s 601026724 or 601026940, comply with 
paragraphs (b) and (c) —

(1) Before further flight, after each report 
of significant propeller Induced vibration in 
flight, except that the airplane may be flown 
in accordance with FAR § 21.197 to a base 
where the repair can be performed; and

(2) If initial compliance is not required 
by paragraph (a )(1), within the next 600 
hours’ time in service after the effective date 
of this AD or before the accumulation of
2,000 hours’ time in service on blade bearing 
bottom (C.F.) race rollers, whichever occurs 
later.

(b) Replace sets of rollers specified in  
paragraph (a) in accordance with Dowty 
Rotol Service Bulletin No. 61-542-8, Revision 
2, dated December 20, 1972, or an FAA- 
approved equivalent—

(1) With new parts of the same part, num­
ber and thereafter continue to replace sets 
of rollers specified in paragraph (a) in ac­
cordance with subparagraph (a ) (1) and at 
intervals not to exceed 2,000 hours’ time in 
service on blade bearing bottom (C.F.) race 
rollers, and comply with paragraph (c) at 
each replacement; or

(2) With through hardened sets of rollers 
which incorporate Modification No. (c) 
VP2762 (SB61-771) or Modification No. (c) 
VP2814 (SB61-795).

(c) At each set of roller replacement re­
quired by paragraphs (a) and (b), deter­
mine the number of broken rollers and the 
preload in each bearing assembly in accord­
ance with Dowty Rotol Service Bulletin No. 
61-542-8, Revision 2, dated December 20, 1972 
or an FAA-approved equivalent. If ten or 
more rollers are found to be broken or if the 
preload is found to be less than .0035 Inches, 
before further flight remove the associated 
propeller blade and blade retaining bolt from 
service, mark them in a manner that will 
prevent their further use, and replace them  
with parts of the same part number or FAA- 
approved equivalents.

(d) The replacement of sets of rollers re­
quired by paragraphs (a) and (b) and the 
inspections required by paragraph (c) may 
be discontinued when through hardened sets 
of rollers which incorporate Modification No.
(c) VP2762 (SB61-771) or Modification No. 
(c) VP2814 (SB61-795) are installed in ac­
cordance with Dowty Rotol Service Bulletin 
No. 61-542-8, Revision 2, dated December 20, 
1972 or an FAA-approved equivalent.

This amendment becomes effective 
April 19, 1974.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on March 
14, 1974.

C. R. Melttgin, Jr.,
Acting Director, 

Flight Standards Service. 
[FR Doc.74-6424 Filed 3-19-74; 8 :45 am]

[Airspace Docket No. 74-SO-25]
PART 71— DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL

AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON­
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING
POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone
The purpose of this amendment to 

Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula­
tions is to alter the NAS Albany, Ga., 
control zone.

The NAS Albany control zone is de­
scribed in §71.171 (39 FR 354). In the 
description, an extension is predicated on. 
the 031° bearing from NAS Albany UHF 
Radio Beacon. The procedure for which 
this extension was designated to provide 
controlled airspace protection for aircraft 
executing the HI-NDB (UHF) RWY 22 
Instrument Approach Procedure has been 
cancelled. It is necessary to alter the de­
scription by revoking this extension. Since 
this amendment lessens the burden on 
the public, notice and public procedure 
hereon are unnecessary.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation regulations is 
amended, effective immediately, as here­
inafter set forth.

In § 71.171 (39 FR 354), the NAS Al­
bany, Ga., control zone is amended to 
read:

NAS Albany , Ga.
Within a S-mile radius of NAS Albany 

(lat. 31°35'50" N., long. 84°05'06" W.).
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 
U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6 (c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)))

Issued in East Point, Ga., on March 11, 
1974.

Phillip M. S watek,
Director, Southern Region.

[FR Doc.74-6315 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Airspace Docket No. 74-SO-29]
PART 71— DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON­
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING 
POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone and Transition 
Area

The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula­
tions is to alter the Valdosta, Ga. (Moody 
AFB) control zone and the Valdosta, Ga., 
transition area. -

The Valdosta (Moody AFB) control 
zone is described in § 71.171 (39 FR 354) 
and the Valdosta transition area is de­
scribed in § 71.181 (39 FR 440). In each 
description, an extension is predicated on 
Moody VOR 173° radial. The VOR Run­
way 36R Instrument Approach Procedure

final approach radial has been changed 
to Moody VOR 178°. It is necessary to 
alter the descriptions to reflect this 
change. Since this amendment is minor 
in nature, notice and public procedure 
hereon are unnecessary. -

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation regulations is 
amended, effective immediately, as here­
inafter set forth.

In § 71.171 (39 FR 354), the Valdosta, 
Ga. (Moody AFB) control zone and in 
§ 71.181 (39 FR 440), the Valdosta, Ga., 
transition area are amended as follows: 
“* * * 173° radial * * *” is deleted and 
“* * * 178° radial * * *” is substituted 
therefor, wherever it appears.
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 
U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6 (c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)))

Issued in East Point, Ga., on March 12, 
1974.

Phillip M. S watek,
Director, Southern Region.

[FR Doc.74-6317 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Airspace Docket No. 74-RM-l]
PART 71— DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL

AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON­
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING
POINTS

Alteration of Transition Area
On January 31, 1974, a notice of 

proposed rule making was published in 
the F ederal R egister (39 FR 3966) stat­
ing that the Federal Aviation Adminis­
tration was considering an amendment 
to Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Reg­
ulations that would alter the transition 
area at Great Falls, Mont.

Interested persons were given 30 days 
in which to submit written comments, 
suggestions, or objections. No objections 
have been received and the proposed 
amendment is hereby adopted without 
change.

Effective date. This amendment shall 
be effective 0901 Gm.t., May 23, 1974.
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
(49 D.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6 (c) Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c))

Issued in Aurora, Colorado, on 
March 11, 1974.

M. M. Martin,
Director,

Rocky Mountain Region.
In §71.181 (39 FR 440) amend the 

700-foot transition area for Great Falls, 
Mont., to read as follows:

G reat F alls, M o n t .
That airspace extending upward from 700 

feet above the surface within a 17-mile radius 
of Malmstrom AFB (latitude 47°30'05" N., 
longitude 111°11'20" W.), within 3.5 miles 
each side of the Truly RBN 180* bearing, 
extending from the 17-mile radius area to 9 
miles south of the RBN and within 3 miles 
each side of the Great Falls VOR 157° radial, 
extending from the 17-mile radius area to 
21.5 miles southeast of the VOR.

[FR Doc.74-6316 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]
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[Airspace Docket No. 74-WA-4]
PART 71— DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL

AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON­
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING
POINTS

Extension of Effective Date
On February 1, 1974, FR Doc. 74-2675 

was published in the F ederal R egister 
(39 FR 4075), amending Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation regulations, by rede­
scribing V-69 and V-69W between 
Shreveport, La., and El Dorado, Ark., 
effective May 23, 1974. Due to technical 
problems, commissioning of the Monroe, 
La., VORTAC has been delayed from 
May 23, 1974, to July IS, 1974, thereby 
delaying the realignment of the VOR 
Federal Airways associated with that 
VORTAC. V-69 and V-69W will be re­
aligned simultaneously with the reloca­
tion of the Monroe VORTAC, and action 
is taken herein to amend the effective 
date for the realignment of these air­
ways.

Since the delay of the commissioning 
date of the relocated VORTAC due to 
technical problems is an administrative 
matter within the normal expertise of the 
FAA, and is one upon which the public 
would have no particular reason to com­
ment, notice and public procedure there­
on are unnecessary and this amendment 
to the F ederal R egister Document may 
become effective immediately..

In consideration of the foregoing, effec­
tive on March 20, 1974, FR Doc. 74-2675 
is amended, as follows: “effective 0901 
G.m.t., May 23, 1974,” is deleted and 
“effective 0901 Gm.t., July 18, 1974,” is 
substituted therefor.
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6 (c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 UJS.C. 1655(c)).)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on 
March 13,1974.

Gordon E. K ewer, 
Acting Chief, Airspace and 

Air Traffic Rules Division.
[FR Doc.74-6320 Hied 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 13573; Amdt. No. 908]
PART 97— STANDARD INSTRUMENT 

APPROACH PROCEDURES
Recent Changes and Additions

This amendment to Part 97 of the Fed­
eral Aviation Regulations incorporates 
by reference therein changes and addi­
tions to the Standard Instrument Ap­
proach Procedures (SIAPs) that were re­
cently adopted by the Administrator to 
promote safety at the airports concerned.

The complete SIAPs for the changes 
and additions covered by this amendment 
are described in FAA Forms 3139, 8260-3, 
8260-4, or 8260-5 and made a part of the 
public rule making dockets of the FAA 
in accordance with the procedures set 
forth in Amendment No. 97-696 (35 FR 
5609).

SIAPs are available for examination 
at the Rules Docket and at the National 
Flight Data Center, Federal Aviation Ad­
ministration, 800 Independence Avenue,

SW., Washington, D.C. 20591. Copies of 
SIAPs adopted in a particular region are 
also available for examination at the 
headquarters of that region. Individual 
copies of SIAPs may be purchased from 
the FAA Public Document Inspection 
Facility, HQ-405, 800 Independence Ave­
nue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591 or from 
the applicable FAA regional office in ac­
cordance with the fee schedule prescribed 
in 49-CFR 7¿85. This fee is payable in ad­
vance and may be paid by check, draft or 
postal money order payable to the Treas­
urer of the United States. A weekly trans­
mittal of all SLAP changes and additions 
may be obtained by subscription at an 
annual rate of $150.00 per annum from 
the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. 
Government Printing Office, Washington, 
D.C. 20402. Additional copies mailed to 
the same address may be ordered for 
$30.00 each.

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this amendment, 
I find that further notice and public pro­
cedure hereon is impracticable and good 
cause exists for making it effective in 
less than 30 days.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
97 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended as follows, effective on the 
dates specified:

1. Section 97.21 is amended by origi­
nating, amending, or canceling the fol­
lowing L/MF SIAPs, effective March 7, 
1974.

Fairbanks, Alaska—Fairbanks Inti. 
Arpt., LFR-A, Amdt. 9

2. Section 97.23 is amended by origi­
nating, amending, or canceling the fol­
lowing VOR-VOR/DME SIAPs, effective 
May 2,1974:
Beckley, W. Va.—Raleigh County Memorial 

Arpt., VOR Rwy 10, Amdt. 6 
Butte, Mont.—Bert Mooney Silver Bow Co.

Arpt., VOR Rwy 11, Amdt. 1 
Helena, Mont.—Helena Arpt., VOR-A, Amdt. 

10 .
Helena, Mont.—Helena Arpt., VOR/DME B, 

Amdt. 2
Minneapolis, Minn.—Crystal Arpt., VOR-A, 

Amdt. 5
Minneapolis, Minn.—Anoka County Janes 

Field, VOR Rwy 8, Amdt. 5 
Montgomery, Ala.—Dannelly Field, VOR Rwy 

33, Amdt. 16
New Haven, Conn.—Tweed-New Haven Arpt., 

VOR Rwy 2, Amdt. 14
So. St. Paul, Minn.—So. St. Paul Municipal- 

Richard E. Fleming Field, VOR-A, Amdt 6 
So. St. Paul, Minn.—So. St. Paul Municipal- 

Richard E. Fleming Field, VOR-B, Amdt. 6 
St. Paul, Minn.—Lake Elmo Arpt., VOR-A, 

Amdt. 2
* * •.* effective March 28, 1974: 

Memphis, Tenn.—Memphis In ti. Arpt., VOR
Rwy 35L, Amdt. 1

Ruston, La.—Ruston Municipal Arpt., VOR 
Rwy 34, Orig.
* * * effective March 13, 1974: 

Princeton, N.J.—Princeton Arpt., VOR-A,
Amdt. 3
* * * effective March 12, 1974:

Eureka, Calif.—Murray Field, VOR-A, Amdt.
2
2. Section 97.25 is amended by origi­

nating, amending, or canceling the fol­
lowing SDF-LOC-LDA SIAPs, effective 
May 2, 1974:

Helena, Mont.—-Helena Arpt., LOC/DME Rwy 
26, Amdt. 1, canceled

Montgomery, Ala.—Dannelly Field, LQC (BC) 
Rwy 27, Amdt. 5
* * * effective March 4,1974:

Moline, HI.—Quad-City Arpt., LOC (BC)
Rwy 27, Amdt. 14
4. Section 97.27 is amended by origi­

nating, amending, or canceling the fol­
lowing NDB/ADF SIAPs, effective May 2, 
1974:
Phoenix, Ariz.—Phoenix Sky Harbor In ti. 

Arpt., NDB-A, Amdt. 1, canceled
* * * effective April 18,1974: 

Manhattan, Kans.—Manhattan Municipal
Arpt., NDB Rwy 31, Amdt. 9
* * * effective April 4,1974:

Red Oak, Iowa—Red Oak Municipal Arpt., 
NDB Rwy 17, Orig.
* * * effective March 13,1974: 

Kankakee, 111.—Greater Kankakee Arpt., NDB
Rwy 4, Amdt. 3
* * * effective March 4,1974 :

Moline, 111.—Quad-City Arpt., NDB Rwy 9,
Amdt. 18
5. Section 97.29 is amended by origi­

nating, amending, or canceling the fol­
lowing ILS SIAPs, effective May 2,1974: 
Atlanta, Ga.—The William B. Hartsfield

Atlanta Int’l. Arpt., ILS Rwy 8, Amdt. 44 
Atlanta, Ga.—The William B. Hartsfield At­

lanta Int’l. Arpt., ILS Rwy 9R, Amdt. 4  
Helena, Mont.—Helena Arpt., ILS Rwy 26, 

Amdt. 2
New Haven, Conn.—Tweed-New Haven Arpt., 

ILS Rwy 2, Amdt. 3
New York, N.Y.—-LaGuardia Arpt., ILS Rwy 

22, Amdt. 11
* * * effective March 28,1974: 

Covington, Ky.—Greater Cincinnati Arpt.,
ILS Rwy 36, Amdt. 26

Los Angeles, Calif.—Los Angeles Int’L Arpt., 
ILS Rwy 6R, Amdt. 2

Memphis, Tenn.—Memphis Int’l. Arpt., ILS 
Rwy 35L, Amdt. 1
* * * effective March 4,1974:

Moline, HI.—Quad-City Arpt., ILS Rwy 9,
Amdt. 18
6. Section 97.33 is amended by origi­

nating, amending, or canceling the fol­
lowing RNAV SIAPs, effective March 4, 
1974:
Moline, 111.—Quad-City Arpt., RNAV Rwy 80, 

Amdt. 2
Correction: In Docket No. 13571, 

Amendment 907, to Part 97 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations, published in tire 
F ederal R egister under § 97.23, effective 
April 25, 1974—Change effective date of 
Nome, Alaska—Nome Arpt., VOR Rwy 27, 
Amdt. 9, to March 28, 1974.
(Secs. 307, 813, 601, 1110, Federal Avia­
tion Act of 1948; 49 U.S.C. 1438, 1354, 1421, 
1510, Sec. 6 (c) Department of Transportation 
Act. 49 U.S.C. 1655(c) and 5 U.S.C. 552(a) 
( l ) ) v

Issued in Washington, D.C., on 
March 14,1974.

J ames M. Vines,
Chief,

Aircraft Programs Division.
N ote.—-Incorporation by reference provi­

sions in 1§ 97.10 and 97.20 (85 FR 5610) ap­
proved by the Director of the F ederal R eg­
ister  on May 12,1969.

[FR Doc.74-6423 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]
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Title 18— Conservation of Power and Water 
Resources

CHAPTER I— FEDERAL POWER 
COMMISSION

[Docket No. R-395; Order 469]
PARTS 141— STATEMENTS AND REPORTS 

(SCHEDULES)
Uniform Systems of Accounts; Equity 

Method of Accounting for Long-Term 
Investments in Subsidiaries; Correction

Correction
In FR Doc. 74-5313, correcting FR 

Doc. 73-2660 and appearing at page 8916 
of the issue for Thursday, March 7,1974, 
the date below the headings should read 
“February 21,1973.”.

Title 19—Customs Duties
CHAPTER I— UNITED STATES CUSTOMS

SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE TREAS­
URY

[T.D. 74-97]
PART 4— VESSELS IN FOREIGN AND 

DOMESTIC TRADES
PART 6— AIR COMMERCE REGULATIONS 

Containerized and Palletized Cargo
On August 3,1973, a notice of proposed 

rulemaking was published in the F ederal 
Register (38 FR 20895), which proposed 
to amend §§4.7a, 4.63, and 6.6 of the 
Customs regulations to provide for the 
use of qualifying words on vessel and 
aircraft cargo manifests covering con­
tainerized or palletized cargo for the 
purpose of indicating that the manifests 
were prepared on the basis of informa­
tion furnished by the shipper.

Interested persons were given 30 days 
from the date of publication of the notice 
to submit relevant written data, views, 
or arguments regarding the proposal. 
After consideration of all comments re­
ceived, it has been determined that the 
proposed amendments should be adopted 
as set forth in the notice except for the 
following two changes:

1. The abbreviation for “shipper’s load 
and count” in § 4.7a(c) (2) is changed 
from “‘SLC’’’ to “‘SLAC’”.

2. In §§ 4.7a(c) and 6.6(c), the word 
"liability” is changed to “responsibility”.

The proposed amendments, modified 
to include these changes, are adopted 
as set forth below.

Effective date. These amendments 
shall become effective on April 19, 1974.

[seal] Vernon D. Acree,
Commissioner of Customs.

Approved: March 12, 1974.
James B. Clawson,

Acting Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury.

1. Section 4.7a, Customs Regulations, 
is amended by adding a new paragraph 
(c) to read as follows:

RULES AND REGULATIONS

§ 4.7a Inward foreign m anifest; infor­
mation required; alternative forms. 
* * * * *

(c) United States Customs Inward 
Foreign Manifest. For shipments of con­
tainerized or palletized cargo, Customs 
officers shall accept United States Cus­
toms Inward Foreign Manifest, Customs 
Form 7527-A, or Inward Foreign Mani­
fest, Customs Form 7527-B, which indi­
cate that the manifest has been prepared 
on the basis of information furnished by 
the shipper, although the use of words 
of qualification in no way limits the re­
sponsibility of a master to submit accu­
rate manifests or in any way qualifiies 
the oath taken by the master as to the 
accuracy of his manifest.

(1) If the inward manifest covers only 
containerized or palletized cargo, the fol­
lowing statement may be placed on the 
manifest:

The information appearing on the 
manifest relating to the Quantity and de­
scription of the cargo is in each instance 
based on the shipper’s load and count. I 
have no knowledge or information which 
would lead me to believe or to suspect 
that the information furnished by the 
shipper is incomplete, inaccurate, or false 

. in any way.
(2) If the manifest covers conven­

tional cargo and containerized or pal- 
etized cargo, or both, the use of the ab­
breviation “SLAC” for “shipper’s load 
and count,” or an appropriate abbrevia­
tion if similiar words are used, is ap­
proved provided the abbreviation is 
placed next to each containerized or 
palletized shipment on the manifest and 
the following statement is placed on the 
manifest:

The information appearing on this 
manifest relating to the quantity and de­
scription of cargo preceded by the abbre­
viation “SLAC” is in each instance based 
on the shipper’s load and count. I have 
no information which would lead me to 
believe or to suspect that the information 
furnished by the shipper is incomplete, 
inaccurate, or false in any way.

The statements specified in paragraph 
(c) (1) and (2) of this section shall be 
placed on the last page of the inward 
manifest. Words similar to “the shipper’s 
load and count” may be substituted for 
those words in the statements, although 
vague expressions such as “said to con­
tain” or “accepted as containing” are not 
acceptable. The use of an asterisk or 
other character instead of appropriate 
abbreviations, such as “SLAC,” is not 
acceptable.
(R.S. 251, as amended, secs. 431, 624, 46 Stat. 
710, as amended, 759; 19 U.S.C. 66,1431,1624)

2. Section 4.63 is amended by adding 
a new paragraph (f) to read as follows:
§ 4.63 Outward cargo declaration; ship­

pers’ export declaration. 
* * * * *

(f) Customs officers shall accept an 
outward manifest covering containerized 
or palletized cargo which indicates by 
the use of appropriate words of qualifl-
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cation (see § 4.7a(c)) that the manifest 
has been prepared oh the basis of in­
formation furnished by the shipper.
(RJ5. 251, as amended, RJ3. 4197, as amended, 
sec. 624, 46 Stat. 759; 19 U.S.C. 66, 1624, 46 
UJS.C. 91)

3. Section 6.6 is amended by adding 
a new paragraph (c) to read as follows:
§ 6 .6  Documents: form.

0 0 0 0 0

(c) Customs officers shall accept an 
inward or outward air cargo manifest 
covering containerized or palletized cargo 
which indicates by the use of appropriate 
words of qualification (see § 4.7a(c) of 
this chapter) that the manifest has been 
prepared on the basis of information fur­
nished by the shipper. However, the use 
of qualifying words in no way limits the 
responsibility to submit accurate mani­
fests or in any way qualifies the declara­
tion as to the accuracy of the manifest.
(Sec 431, 46 Stat. 710, as amended; 19 U.S.C. 
1431)
(R.S. 251, as amended, sec. 624, 46 Stat. 759, 
sec. 1109, 72 Stat. 799, as amended; 19 U.S.C. 
66, 1624, 49 U.S.C. 1509)

[FR Doc.74-6432 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

Title 21— Food and Drugs
CHAPTER I— FOOD AND DRUG ADMINIS­

TRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

SUBCHAPTER B— FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS 
PART 50— FROZEN VEGETABLES

Establishment of Definitions and Standards 
of Identity and Quality for Frozen Peas

Correction
In FR Doc. 74-2138 appearing at page 

3541 in the issue of Monday, January 28, 
1974, make the following changes:

1. In the table in § 50.1 (f):
a. Delete the heading “Acceptable 

Quality Level 6.5”.
b. Delete the heading “Number of pri­

mary containers:” and add “(Primary 
container)” directly below the heading 
“Lot size”.

c. The heading “size of container” 
should read “size container”.

d. The two letters and the two 
letters “c” should appear directly above 
the columns of figures.

2. The heading to the table in § 50.2
(b) should read “Round hole sieve size 
through which peas will pass.”

3. In § 50.3, after the last line of para­
graph (b), insert, as a separate para­
graph, “(c) Alcohol-insoluble solids de­
terminations.”.

4. In § 50.3(c) (1) (ii) delete the foot­
note “3”.

Title 23— Highways
CHAPTER I— FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMIN­

ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS­
PORTATION

RESTRUCTURING OF CHAPTER
In order to accommodate new material 

which will be forthcoming soon, Chapter
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I of Title 23 is amended by redesignating the present parts within that chapter 
as set forth below:

Present Part:
2 Statement of policy as to administra­

tive action to be taken by the Fed­
eral Highway Administrator in in­
stances of irregularities.

Chapter I of Title 23 is restructured as 
set forth below:

S ubchapter A—General Management 
and Administration

1— General (formerly titled: Adminis­
tration of Federal Aid for High­
ways).

Part
2 - 15 [Reserved]
16— Statement of policy as to administrative

action to be taken by the Federal 
Highway Administrator in instances 
of irregularities.

17- 99 [Reserved]
Subchapter  B—P ay m en t  P rocedures 

100-199 [Reserved]
Subchapter  C— C iv il  R ig h ts  

200-249 [Reserved]
S ubchapter  D—-National H ighw ay  I n stitu te  
250-399 [Reserved]

S ubchapter E— P la n n in g  
400-499 [Reserved]
S ubchapter  F—R esearch and Developm ent  
500-599 [Reserved]

S ubchapter  G—En g in eerin g  and Traffic 
Operations

600-641 [Reserved]
642— Secondary Road Plan.
643- 644 [Reserved]
645— Utilities, Railroads, Highway/Railroad

Grade Crossings.
646- 649 [Reserved]
650— Bridge and Roadway Structures,
651- 657 [Reserved]
658—Speed Limits.
659 [Reserved]
660— Special Programs (Direct Federal).
661- 699 [Reserved]

S ubchapter  H—R ig h t - o f-W ay and 
E n v ir o n m en t

700-712 [Reserved]
713— Right-of-way—Property Management.
714- 719 [Reserved]
720— Appraisal (formerly titled: Land Acqui­

sition) .
721- 739 [Reserved]
740— Relocation Assistance.
741- 749 [Reserved]
750— Highway Beautification.
751- 764 [Reserved]
765— Archeological and Paleontological Sal­

vage.
766- 769 [Reserved]
770--Air Quality Guidelines for Use in Fed­

eral-Aid Highway Programs.
771 [Reserved]
772—Noise Standards and Procedures.

Redesignated as Part:
16 Statement of policy as to administrative 

action to be taken by the Federal 
Highway Administrator in instances 
of irregularities.

Part
773-789 [Reserved]
790— Public Hearings (Corridor and Design).
791- 794 [Reserved]
795— Action Plan—Process Guidelines.
796- 799 [Reserved]
Subchapter I—Public T ransportation 

800—899 [Reserved]
This document hereby supersedes FR 

Doc. 74-5088 titled Redesignation of 
Right-of-Way and Environment ap­
pearing at page 8611 of the F ederal R eg­
ister issue of March 6,1974, which docu­
ment is hereby rescinded.

Effective date: March 20,1974.
N orbert T. T iemann,

Federal Highway Administrator.
[FRDoc.74-6429 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

Title 28— Judicial Administration 
CHAPTER I— DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

[Order 563-74]
PART 0— ORGANIZATION OF THE 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Designating Officials To Act as Attorney 

General
This order amends the Department 

regulations designating officials of the 
Department of Justice to act as Attorney 
General in case of a vacancy in that 
Office.

By virtue of the authority vested in me 
by 28 U.S.C. 508, paragraph (a) of § 0.132 
of 28 CFR Chapter I, is amended to read 
as follows:
§ 0.132 Designating officials to perform  

the functions and duties o f  certain 
offices in case o f  vacancy therein.

(a) In case of vacancy in the office of 
Attorney General, the Deputy Attorney 
General shall, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 508, 
perform the functions and duties of and 
act as Attorney General. In case of va­
cancy in both the office of Attorney Gen­
eral and the office of Deputy Attorney 
General, the Solicitor General shall per­
form the functions and duties of and act 
as Attorney General.

* * * * * 
Dated: March 12, 1974.

W illiam B. S axbe, 
Attorney General.

[FR Doc.74-6334 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

Title 36— Parks, Forests and Public 
Property

CHAPTER II— FOREST SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

PART 295— USE OF OFF-ROAD VEHICLES 
Operating Conditions

In a notice of proposed rulemaking 
published on October 23, 1973 (38 FR 
29232), the Forest Service requested pub­
lic comment on a proposal for operating 
conditions of off-road vehicles on Na­
tional Forest System lands.

Comments were received from govern­
mental Agencies (national, State, and 
local), organizations, companies, and 
formal groups, as well as many private 
individuals. The majority of respondents 
expressed support for the regulations 
in general, but numerous suggestions 
were made for change or improvement.

Section 295.6, Operating Conditions, 
had been reserved in newly promulgated 
Part 295 as published in the F ederal 
R egister on September 25, 1973 (38 FR 
26723). Part 295 contains definitions and 
regulations which apply to § 295.6.

The proposed § 295.6 has been re­
phrased in language which will clearly 
specify prohibition of given action in the 
operation of off-road vehicles. Several 
subheadings have been added to help 
clarify the meaning of the regulations 
and avoid ambiguity.

Several respondents misunderstood the 
licensing provisions. Accordingly, the 
language was changed to reflect the For­
est Service intent that no new licensing 
be proposed, but that off-road vehicles 
operating on National Forest System 
lands comply with the State laws which 
apply to the licensing and operation of 
such vehicles. The language regarding 
operation by young people has been re­
vised. Its intent is that protection of 
land, wildlife, and vegetational resources 
will be enhanced when young riders are 
accompanied or supervised by a mature 
person who should be better able to un­
derstand the complex ecological relation­
ships and advise on proper conduct. This 
provides a place for young people to 
ride even though some respondents rec­
ommended excluding them.

Tn response to some respondents’ con­
tention that paragraph (a) (1) of § 295.6 
was vague and reflected “street stand­
ards” for operation of vehicles, renum­
bered paragraph (c) provides more de­
scriptive language which will help pro­
tect and reduce conflicts with other users 
of the National Forests.

Some respondents opposed setting any 
speed limits for off-road vehicles outside 
campgrounds. The 'intent is to protect 
soil, vegetation, and wildlife resources on 
specific areas where local Forest Offi­
cers determine the need and post the 
speed limits.

There were many comments about ex­
cessive damage to land, wildlife, and 
vegetative resources in paragraph (a)
(4). In renumbered paragraph (f) of this 
section rewording makes this subsection 
apply where excessive damage is created 
by the operation of off-road vehicles, 
rather than when such damage is likely.

15 Regulations for administering forest (Subchapter G 660—Subpart A—Regula- 
highways. tions for administering forest highways.

25 National bridge inspection standards_(Subchapter G) 650—Subpart C—National
bridge inspection standards.

805 Secondary road plan____________ ___  (Subchapter G) 642 Secondary road plan.
424 Utilities, raUroads, highway/railroad (Subchapter G) 645 Utilities, railroads, 

grade crossings. highway/railroad grade crossings.
720 (Subpart E) Use of Airspace____ ____ 713 Subpart B—Use of Airspace.
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The Forest Service Manual 2351.5 pro­
vides for meeting applicable local re­
source standards for air, noise, plant 
cover, soil stability, water quality, fish 
and wildlife, and esthetics.

Many commented that the word “ex­
cessive” should be deleted from para­
graph (f) of this section in relating to 
damage. Strictly interpreted, a regulation 
so worded could be used to eliminate off­
road vehicles from use of the National 
Forests. This is not consistent with Exec­
utive Order 11644 and its direction to 
designate areas and trails on public lands 
where off-road vehicles can be used as 
well as where such vehicles are restricted 
or prohibited.

Proposal paragraph (c) regarding the 
use of mufflers and spark arresters was 
divided into two new subsections to im­
prove clarity. Operable mufflers are re­
quired for internal combustion engines in 
paragraph (h ). A spark arrester may be 
required for internal and external com­
bustion engines as determined by the 
Forest Officer at the time when areas and 
trails are designated for off-road vehicles 
use. This will allow designations and re­
quirements which will meet specific local 
needs. For example, an area designated 
for off-road vehicles use during the peri­
od from October to April when at least 4 
inches of snow is on the ground may not 
require spark arresters. In general, spark 
arresters may not be needed on snow­
mobiles. An addition to paragraph (i) 
provides that the Forest Service will de­
termine whether spark arresters meet the 
prescribed standards.

Proposal paragraph <d) has been re­
numbered as paragraph (j ) and reworded 
to provide that an operable braking sys­
tem is required in recognition that some 
off-road vehicles rely upon engine com­
pression for reducing speed rather than • 
brakes. When a vehicle uses brakes for 
reducing speed, they must be in operable 
condition. Paragraph (k) provides for 
operable headlights and a taillight when 
off-road vehicles are used during hours of 
darkness even though this time of use 
may be minimal.

Paragraph (f) has been renumbered as 
paragraph (1) and reworded to reflect 
suggestions of the Environmental Protec­
tion Agency (EPA). Noise emission 
standards refer to the sound emitted 
from the off-road vehicle. Environmental 
noise refers to combinations of sound in 
the environment and may include off­
road vehicles in addition to other sources 
of sound. We understand that noise emis­
sion standards will be proposed by EPA 
for adoption in 1974. Many respondents 
asked for requirements of snow depth be­
fore operation of snowmobiles and that 
off-road vehicles be prohibited during soil 
moisture conditions conducive to rutting 
of soil and erosion. Such provisions will 
be made when local situations are con­
sidered and when areas and trails are 
designated following public participation 
as indicated in §§ 295.3 and 295.4.

Suggestions that these regulations re­
quire insurance for bodily injury, proper­
ty damage and liability for uninsured 
vehicles, and that reflectorized material

be mandatory on off-road vehicles, were 
considered. Such requirements would be 
applicable under paragraph (g) when 
States enact the necessary laws and 
regulations.

Several suggested that the Forest Serv­
ice conduct training courses for off-road 
vehicle operation similar to extant 
hunter-safety training conducted in 
many States. The International Snow­
mobile Industry Association has devel­
oped programs to educate snowmobile 
operators, and to require youthful snow­
mobile operators to obtain safety cer­
tificates. Other interested industry asso­
ciations and responsible groups might 
consider similar programs for other types 
of off-road vehicles.

The final consideration relates to add­
ing a sentence to the end of § 295.3, Plan­
ning designation of areas and trails, to 
make explicit an understanding that was 
intended and can be inferred in §§ 295.1- 
295.9. The authority to designate areas 
and trails where off-road vehicles can be 
used, and where they are restricted or 
prohibited, was delegated by administra­
tive instructions in the Forest Service 
Manual, Chapter 2350, by the Chief to 
Regional Foresters and Forest Supervi­
sors. These officials would plan the desig­
nation of areas and trails, achieve public 
participation, review of proposals and 
then adopt the designations, and make 
information of these actions available to 
the public. The sentence to be added at 
the end of § 295.3 makes explicit that Re­
gional Foresters and Forest Supervisors 
are authorized to make the designations. 
Because this addition embodies direction 
implicit in the existing §§ 295.1 to 295.9, 
formal rulemaking procedures are un­
necessary.

In consideration of the foregoing, 36 
CFR Part 295 is amended as follows:

1. Section 295.3 is amended by adding a 
sentence at the end of the section to read 
as follows:
§ 295.3 Planning designation o f  areas 

• and trails.
* * * Regional Foresters and Forest 

Supervisors are authorized to designate 
areas and trails for off-road vehicles use, 
use restrictions, and closures to any or all 
types of such use.

2. Proposed 295.6 is adopted, as 
changed, to read as follows:
§ 295 .6  Operating conditions.

The following acts are prohibited when 
off-road vehicles are operated on areas 
or trails of National Forest System 
lands:

(a) Operation without a valid oper­
ator’s license or learner’s permit if re­
quired by the laws of the State in which 
the vehicle is being operated for that par­
ticular type of off-road vehicle;

(b) Operation by an unlicensed person 
under 18 years of age unless accompa­
nied by or within sight of a responsible 
adult who has a valid operators license 
if a license is required by the State for 
the type of vehicle being operated;

(c) Operation in a manner disregard­
ing the rights and safety of others, or so

as to endanger, or be likely to endanger, 
any person or property;

(d) Operation in excess of established 
speed limits;

(e) Operation while the operator is 
under the influence of alcohol or drugs;

(f) Operation in a manner creating 
excessive damage or disturbance of the 
land, wildlife, or vegetative resources;

(g) Operation not in conformance 
with applicable State laws and regula­
tion requirements established for off­
road vehicles;

(h) Operation when an internal com­
bustion engine is not equipped with a 
properly installed muffler in good work­
ing condition;

(i) Operation when an internal or ex­
ternal combustion engine is not equipped 
with a properly installed spark arrester, 
provided that such equipment is speci­
fied when an area or trail is designated 
for use by off-road vehicles. Such spark 
arrester shall meet and be qualified to ei­
ther the Department of Agriculture, For­
est Service Standard 5100-la, or the 80 
percent efficiency level when determined 
in accordance with the appropriate So­
ciety of Automotive Engineers (SAE) 
Recommended Practices J335 or J350. 
Qualification of spark arresters to either 
the Forest Service Standard of SAE 
Recommended Practices-shall be deter­
mined by the Forest Service;

(j) Operation without an operable 
braking system;

(k) Operation from one-half hour after 
sunset to one-half hour before sunrise 
without working headlights and tail- 
light;

(l) Operation which does not comply 
with:

(1) Any applicable noise emission 
standard established by the Administra­
tor, Environrhental Protection Agency, 
under authority of section 6 of the Noise 
Control Act of 1972 (Pub. L. 92-574);

(2) Any applicable U.S. Department of 
Agriculture or State standards for per­
missible levels of environmental noise. 
In case of overlapping standards, the 
most stringent standards will govern.

Effective date. This amendment is ef­
fective March 20, 1974.

Dated: March 14,1974.
Robert W. Long, 

Assistant Secretary for Con­
servation, Research, and Education,
1FR Doc.74-6371 Piled 3-19-74;8:45 am]

Title 42— Public Health
CHAPTER I— PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE, 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, 
AND WELFARE

PART 50— POLICIES OF GENERAL 
APPLICABILITY

Sterilization of Persons by Federally As­
sisted Family Planning Projects; Third 
Deferral of Effective Date
This notice defers for an additional 30 

days the effective date of regulations 
published and effective on February 6, 
1974 on sterilization restrictions in fed-
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erally funded programs and projects (39 
PR 4730, 4733).

The effective date of the regulations 
has previously been delayed for 30 days 
(39 FR 5315) and 10 days (39 FR 9178, 
March 8, 1974) to permit resolution by 
the United States District Court for, the 
District of Columbia of legal issues raised 
in Relf v. Weinberger, Civil Action No. 
1557-73, and in National Welfare Rights 
Organization v. Weinberger, Civil Action 
No. 74-243.

On March 15, 1974 the United States 
District Cotut entered its judgment and 
order in the two lawsuits referred to 
above declaring that the family planning 
sections of the Public Health Service Act 
(42 U.S.C. 300 et seq., 708(a) (3)) and of 
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 602(a) 
(15), 1396d(a) (4) (C)) do not authorize 
the provision of Federal funds for the 
sterilization of any person who (1) has 
been judicially declared mentally incom­
petent, or (2) is in fact legally incom­
petent under the applicable state laws to 
give informed and binding consent to the 
performance of such an operation be­
cause of age or mental capacity. The 
court further ordered that the officials 
of this Department be enjoined from 
providing funds under the aforesaid fam­
ily planning sections for the sterilization 
of either of the two categories of persons 
just described. The court further ordered 
that the sterilization restriction regula­
tions be amended to conform with the 
directives just described and that they 
further be amended to state that Federal 
funds will not be provided under .the 
aforesaid family planning sections for 
the sterilization of a legally competent 
person without requiring that such per­
son be advised at the outset and prior to 
the solicitation or receipt of his or her 
consent to such an operation that no 
benefits provided by programs or projects 
receiving Federal funds may be with­
drawn or withheld by reason of his or 
her decision not to be sterilized, and 
without further requiring that such ad­
vice also appear prominently at the top 
of the consent document mentioned in 
those regulations.

In order for the Department, in com­
pliance with the order of the United 
States District Court, to consider what 
action must be taken to amend its sterili­
zation restriction regulations, and to take 
such action, I have determined that their 
effect should be delayed an additional 
30 days. Accordingly, notice is hereby 
given that the effective date of the reg­
ulations is delayed for an additional 30 
days until April 17, 1974, and the pre­
vious notice of the Department on Steri­
lization Guidelines—Departmental Pol­
icy, 38 FR 20903, is continued in effect 
until that date.

Dated: March 15,1974.
F rank Carltxcci, 

Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-6592 Filed 3-10-74:8:46 am]

Title 46— Shipping
CHAPTER I— COAST GUARD, 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
PART 137— SUSPENSION AND 

REVOCATION PROCEEDINGS
Time for Filing, Contents, etc.
, CFR Correction

In § 137.30-1 appearing on page 577 
of 46 CFR Ch. I, revised as of October 1, 
1973, the second line of paragraph (g) 
was inadvertently omitted. The second 
line of paragraph (g) should be inserted 
to read as follows: “neither the investi­
gating officer nor the”.

Title 45— Public Welfare
CHAPTER II— SOCIAL AND REHABILITA­

TION SERVICE (ASSISTANCE PRO­
GRAMS), DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

PART 205— GENERAL ADMINISTRA­
TION— PUBLIC ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS
Sterilization of Persons by Federally As­

sisted Family Planning Projects; Third 
Deferral of Effective Date
Cross Reference : For a document is­

sued jointly by the Public Health Service 
and the Social and Rehabilitation Serv­
ice concerning restrictions applicable to 
deferral of effective date for steriliza­
tion procedures in federally assisted 
family planning projects, see FR Doc. 74- 
6592, supra.

Title 47—Telecommunication
CHAPTER I— FEDERAL 

COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
PART 0— COMMISSION ORGANIZATION

Correct Addresses of Common Carrier * 
Bureau Field Offices

1. This order is for the purpose of cor­
recting the addresses of the New York 
Field Office and the St. Louis Field Office 
of the Common Carrier Bureau as set 
forth in § 0.93 of the Commission’s rules 
and regulations.

2. Authority for this amendment is 
contained in sections 4(i), 5(d), and 
303 (r) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and in § 0.231(d) of 
tiie Commission’s rules. The prior notice 
and effective date provisions of the Ad­
ministrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553) 
do not apply inasmuch as this amend­
ment is editorial.

3. Consequently, it. is ordered, effective 
March 26,1974, that §0.93 is amended to 
read as set forth below:
§ 0.93 Field offices.

Common Carrier Bureau field offices 
are located in Room 1309X, 90 Church 
Street, New York, N.Y. 10007; and Room

646, 210 N. Twelfth Street, St. Louis, Mo. 
63101,

Adopted: March 12,1974.
Released: March 13, 1974.

Federal Communications 
Commission,

[seal] J o h n M. Torbet,
Executive Director. 

[FRDoc.74-6396 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 19810; RM-2153]
PART 73— RADIO BROADCAST SERVICES
TV Station in Myrtle Beach, S.C.; Table of 

Assignments
In the matter of amendment of § 73.606

(b), television table of assignments, TV 
broadcast stations (Myrtle Beach, South 
Carolina).

1. On September 6, 1973, the Commis­
sion adopted a notice of proposed rule- 
making in the above-entitled matter 
(FCC 73-911, 38 FR 26008) proposing to 
amend the Television Table of Assign­
ments contained in § 73.606(b) of the 
Commission’s rules by assigning Channel 
43 to Myrtle Beach, South Carolina as its 
first commercial television assignment. 
Comment and reply comment datés were 
designated as October 23 and Novem­
ber 1, 1973. These dates were extended 
to October 30 and November 8, 1973, re­
spectively. The Notice was issued in re­
sponse to a petition for rulemaking, RM- 
2153, by Greater Myrtle Beach Television 
Corporation (Myrtle Beach) which pro­
poses to apply for a construction permit 
to operate a station on Channel 43 at 
Myrtle Beach if the channel is assigned.

2. Myrtle Beach and Platt Broadcast­
ing Company, Inc. (Platt) 1 filed support­
ing comments. No comments in opposi­
tion were received. In the Notice it was 
pointed out that the various statistics 
cited by Myrtle Beach in its petition as to 
the growth of Myrtle Beach and other 
communities in the area (including Myr­
tle Beach Base and Surfside Beach 
Town) and various population divisions 
(the Myrtle Beach Division, Lois West 
Division, Lois South Division, and Lois 
East Division), and the abundance of 
other information submitted showing the 
tremendous growth of the Myrtle Beach 
area was sufficient enough indication of 
the need for an assignment for the Com­
mission to propose making an assignment 
to Myrtle Beach. However, since channel 
assignments are made to a specific com­
munity,'Myrtle Beach was requested to 
furnish data and information in its com­
ments specifying thè relationship of the’ 
various communities and population

1 Platt is a South Carolina corporation 
which has been formed for the purpose of 
obtianing authorizations to construct and 
operate a UHF television broadcast station 
at Myrtle Beach, South Carolina. The sole 
stockholders of the company are Dr. and Mrs. 
V. F. Platt, Jr.

FEDERAL REGISTER, V O L  39, NO . 55— WEDNESDAY, MARCH 20, 1974



RULES AND REGULATIONS 10433

areas to the city of Myrtle Beach, the 
length of the tourist season, and the 
breakdown of statistics between the city 
of Myrtle Beach and county district of 
Myrtle Beach. Both Myrtle Beach and 
Platt have responded with the necessary 
exhibits (maps and population tables) in 
answer to the request of the Notice and 
thereby leave no doubt as to the merits 
of an assignment to Myrtle Beach. In ad­
dition both Myrtle Beach and Platt state 
that applications will be filed for author­
ity to construct and operate a station if 
an assignment is made.

3. Myrtle Beach is located in an area 
where unassigned but available UHF tele­
vision broadcast channels are not con­
sidered scarce. Of the 14 channels avail­
able for assignment to Myrtle Beach, 
Channel 43 appears to be the most effi­
cient assignment. Its assignment meets 
all minimum mileage separation require­
ments of the Commission’s rules, requires 
no channel juggling of existing assign­
ments in the Table, and has the least ad­
verse preclusionary effect on possible 
channel assignments to other cities with­
in the assignment area.

4. In •«dew of the foregoing, the Com­
mission believes that the public interest 
would be served by assigning Channel 43 
to Myrtle Beach, South Carolina. Ac­
cordingly, pursuant to the authority con­
tained in sections 4(i), 303, and 307(b) 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, it is ordered, That, effective 
April 19, 1974, the Table of Assignments 
in § 73.606(b) of the Commission’s rules 
is amended insofar as the city listed be­
low is concerned to read as follows:

City Channel No.
Myrtle Beach, South Carolina___  43

5. It is further ordered, That this pro­
ceeding IS TERMINATED.
Secs. 4, 303, 307, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066, 
1082,1083; 47 U.S.C. 154, 303,307.

Adopted: March 7,1974.
Released: MJarch 12,1974.

F ederal Communications 
Commission,

[ seal] Vincent J. Mullins,
Secretary.

[PR Doc.74-6393 Piled 3-19-74;8:45 ami

[Docket No. 19826; RM-2214]
PART 73— RADIO BROADCAST SERVICES

TV Station in Wheeling, W. Va.; Table of 
Assignments

In the matter of amendment of § 73.- 
606(b), table of assignments, Television 
Broadcast Stations. (Wheeling, West Vir­
ginia)

1. The Commission here considers the 
notice of proposed rule making, adopted 
September 11, 1973 (FCC 73-953), pro­
posing amendment of the Television 
Table of Assignments (173.606(b) of the 
Commission’s rules and regulations) to 
reserve Channel 41 at Wheeling, West 
Virginia, for noncommercial educational 
use. The only comments filed are those of 
the petitioner West Virginia Board of 
Regents, which as pertinent here is the

licensee of noncommercial educational 
television broadcast Station WWVU-TV, 
Morgantown, West Virginia, and transla­
tor Station W41AA, Channel 41 at 
Wheeling.

2. The issues are as stated in the No­
tice. Wheeling, population 48,188, has 
three television assignments: Channels 
7, 14, and 41; Channel 7 is occupied by 
Station WTRF-TV; Channel 14 is un­
available for use pending further action 
in Docket No. 18261 which concerns the 
use of that channel for the land mobile 
service; and Channel 41 is licensed to the 
West Virginia Board of Regents as 
Translator Station W41AA.

3. The West Virginia Board of Regents 
more or less reiterates the information 
previously stated in its petition and 
briefly outlined in our Notice. As part of 
its program to provide a permanent 
state-wide system of educational televi­
sion for West Virginia, the Board of Re­
gents together with the West Virginia 
Educational Broadcasting Authority1 is 
constructing a seven station translator 
network throughout the state for the 
purpose of extending the programming 
of Station WWVU-TV to areas unserved 
in West Virginia by educational televi­
sion. WWVU-TV broadcasts 77 hours of 
weekly programming including a full 
week-day school service, programming 
from the Public Broadcasting Service, 
the Eastern Educational Television Net­
work, and the Public Television library. 
As concerns the instant proposal, the 
translator network would extend educa­
tional programming (which as of the 
date of the petition served approxi­
mately 85 percent of the state’s popula­
tion) to ten additional counties in the 
Northern Panhandle. Local commercial 
television service at Wheeling is provided 
by Wheeling’s Station WTRF-TV as well 
as many out-of-state stations including 
Stations WSRB-TV, Channel 9, Steu­
benville, Ohio, and stations at Pitts­
burgh, Pennsylvania, and Youngstown, 
Ohio. Station W41AA on Channel 41 
provides educational noncommercial 
service. The Board of Regents as part of 
its comments includes letters of support 
from sixteen educational authorities and 
community leaders.

4. As stated in the Notice, the purpose 
of the proceeding is that the Board of 
Regents wants to assure itself that Chan­
nel 41 is reserved for noncommercial use 
with the possibility of the translator 
being activated as a broadcast station. 
In the circumstances, it would appear 
that the public interest, convenience, and 
necessity would be served by reserving 
Channel 41 at Wheeling, West Virginia, 
for noncommercial educational use.

5. In view of the foregoing and pur­
suant to authority found in §§ 4(1), 303
(g) and (r) and 307(b) of the Commu­
nications Act of 1934, as amended, 
§’73.606(b) of the Commission’s Rules 
and Regulations, the Television Table of 
Assignments, as concerns Wheeling, West

1The latter is the licensee of noncommer­
cial educational Station WMUB-TV, Channel 
*33, Huntington, and WSWP-TV, Channel *9, 
Grandview, West Virginia.

Virginia, is amended, effective April 19, 
1974, as follows:

City Channel No.
Wheeling, West V irginia.._____  7, 14a, *41

6. It is further ordered, That this pro­
ceeding is terminated.
(Secs. 4, 303, 307, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066, 
1082,1083; 47 U.S.C. 154, 303, 307)

Adopted: March 7,1974.
Released: March 12,1974.

F ederal Communications 
Commission,

[seal] Vincent J. Mullins,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6394 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

Title 50— Wildlife and Fisheries
CHAPTER I— BUREAU OF SPORT FISH­

ERIES AND WILDLIFE, FISH AND WILD­
LIFE SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE
INTERIOR

PART 28— PUBLIC ACCESS, USE, AND 
RECREATION

De Soto National Wildlife Refuge,
Iowa and Nebr.

The following special regulations are 
issued and are effective on March 20, 
1974.
§ 28.28  Special regulations, public ac­

cess, use, and recreation, for individ­
ual wildlife refuge areas.

Iowa-N ebraska

DE SOTO NATIONAL W ILDLIFE REFUGE

Public recreational activities on DeSoto 
National Wildlife Refuge, Missouri Val­
ley, Iowa, are permitted from April 15 
through September 30, 1974, inclusive, 
subject to the following special condi­
tions:

(1) Authorized activities. Public recre­
ational activities are limited to fishing, 
picnicking, swimming, boating, water 
skiing, sightseeing, mushroom picking, 
and nature observation.

(2) Open season. The open season for 
general public recreation use is from 
April 15, 1974, through September 30, 
1974. During this period, the area is open 
daily from 6 a.m. through 10 pjn., 
C.D.S.T. Between the dates of Septem­
ber 16 and September 30, 1974, all water 
oriented recreational activities, except 
boat and bank fishing, are prohibited. 
Swimming will be permitted from May 25 
and September 2,1974, between the hours 
of 11 a.m. and 7 p.m., and only in the 
designated beach area. Admittance onto 
the refuge is prohibited one hour prior to 
the scheduled closing time. Two separate 
mushroom picking areas are open daily to 
the public during the month of May, 
hours of use are the same as for the gen­
eral use area.

(3) Open area. The area open for gen­
eral public use comprises approximately
2,000 acres and the special mushroom

* Following the decision In Docket No. 
18261, channels so indicated will not be 
available for television use until further ac­
tion by the Commission.
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picking areas comprise approximately 
1,100 acres. These areas are delineated 
on a map available at the refuge head­
quarters and from the office of the Re­
gional Director, Bureau of Sport Fisher­
ies and Wildlife, 10597 West 6th Avenue, 
Denver, Colorado 80215. Maps of the open 
areas are also posted or available for 
handout at entrance points.

(4) Access. Entry onto the open area 
is permitted only at gates or points of 
entry specifically posted for this purpose.

(5) Other provisions, (a) The use of 
air mattresses, innertubes, beach balls 
and all other flotation devices, other than 
life preservers, is prohibited on refuge 
waters.-

(b) The possession of bottles or cans is 
prohibited on the designated swimming 
beach.

(c) The use of fire is permitted, but 
only in grills.

(d) Access to refuge waters with air 
boats or house boats is prohibited.

(e) Access to refuge waters with boats 
that have toilets that flush directly into 
the water is prohibited, unless such 
toilets are sealed from use.

(f) The maximum number of power 
boats greater than 25 horsepower that 
will be permitted on refuge waters at 
any one time is 100. Power boats above 
25 horsepower may be launched only at 
the designated launching ramp at the 
south beach.

(g) The possession of open alcoholic 
beverages is prohibited on any boat pro­
pelled by mechanical power while the 
craft is in operation.

(h) The lake being long and narrow 
requires that all boaters keep to the right 
and maintain a highway type traffic 
pattern. Turns shall always be made to 
the operator’s left except when beaching 
or docking a boat.

(i) A portion of the refuge lake is 
posted as a “No Wake Zone’*., Boaters 
using this area shall travel at an idling 
speed sufficiently slow to prevent a wake 
that would rock another boat.

(j ) All boats are prohibited from load­
ing or unloading passengers from the 
swimming area.

(k) All boat and bank fishermen will 
be permitted to use the entire lake.
The provisions of this special regulation 
supplement the regulations which govern 
public access, use, and recreation on 
wildlife refuge areas generally which are 
set forth in 50 CFR 28, and are effective 
through September 30,1974.

James E. P rates,
Refuge Manager, DeSoto Na­

tional Wildlife Refuge, Mis­
souri Valley, Iowa.

March 11,1974.
[FR Doc.74-«830 Filed 8-19-74; 8:45 am]

Title 10— Energy
CHAPTER It— FEDERAL ENERGY OFFICE

PART 212— MANDATORY PETROLEUM 
PRICE REGULATIONS

Reseller Rule in Puerto Rico
This amendment to 10 CFR 212.91 is to 

make clear that the special provisions of 
that regulation under which certain en­
tities of a refiner may be considered to be 
resellers shall not apply to any entity of 
a refiner which operates in Puerto Rico 
and which is owned or controlled by a 
refiner that is subject to the price regu­
lations of Subpart E of Part 212 of the 
Federal Energy Office.

This action is being taken to insure 
that the Puerto Rican subsidiaries of 
refiners will be subject to the price regu­
lations applicable to refiners until a de­
termination is made as to whether such 
treatment is appropriate. The question of 
whether certain Puerto Rican subsidi­
aries of refiners should be considered as 
refiners, as resellers, or should be sub­
ject to some other form of price regula­
tion, involves difficult questions which 
can best be resolved in a public rulemak­
ing proceeding. A notice of proposed 
rulemaking and public hearing is there­
fore also being issued today, and it is 
intended to elicit information upon 
which a final decision with respect to 
this issue will be made.

Because the purpose of these amend­
ments is to provide immediate guidance 
and information with respect to the 
mandatory petroleum price regulations 
and to preserve the present price struc­
ture in Puerto Rico pending resolution of 
the rulemaking proceeding referred to 
above, the Federal Energy Office finds 
that normal rulemaking procedure is im­
practicable and that good cause exists 
for making these amendments effective 
in  less than 30 days.
(Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act of
1973, Pub; L, 93-159, E.O. 11748, 38 FR 33575; 
Economic Stabilization Act of 1970, as 
amended, Pub. L. 92-2It), 85 $tat. 743; Pub. 
L. 93-28, 87 Stat. 27; E.O. 11730, 38 FR 19345; 
Cost of Living Council Order No. 47, 39 FR 
24)

In consideration of the foregoing, 
Part 212 of Chapter H, Title 10 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as set forth below effective immediately.

Issued in Washington, D.C., March 18,
1974.

W illiam N. W alker, 
General Counsel, 

Federal Energy Office.
L Section 212.91 is amended to read as 

follows:
§ 212.91 Applicability.

This subpart applies to each sale of a 
covered product (other than the first sale

of crude petroleum) by resellers, reseller- 
retailers, and retailers, and to each sale 
Of crude petroleum (other than the first 
sale) by a refiner. For purposes of this 
subpart, “reseller” includes any entity 
of a refiner (other than an entity which 
operates in Puerto Rico) which is en­
gaged in the business of purchasing and 
reselling covered products, provided that 
the entity does not purchase more than 
5 percent of such covered products from 
the refiner including any entities which 
it directly or indirectly controls and pro­
vided further that the entity has his­
torically and consistently exercised the 
exclusive price authority with respect 
to sales by the entity.

[FR Doc.74-6633 Filed 3-19-74;ll :32 am]

[APPENDIX; RULINGS]
[RULING 1974—7]

TRUCK STOP LEASES
FACTS. Firm A is the lessee operator 

of a truck stop facility which provides re­
tail fuel sales of gasoline and diesel fuel, 
restaurant services, vehicle repair facili­
ties and other sales and service activi­
ties. Firm A leased the real property used 
for its truck stop facility under a single 
lease which, under the terms prevailing 
on May 15, 1973, provided for rental of 
the entire property, with the rent based 
on a percentage of total sales of fuel and 
a percentage of total sales of other prod­
ucts and services, subject to a certain 
minimum dollar amount.

Upon the expiration of this lease, after 
the implementation of the Cost of Living 
Council Phase IV rules for petroleum 
product prices which were subsequently 
uncorporated into the FEO regulations 
as Subpart G of 10 CFR Part 212, the les­
sor seeks to establish a new lease for the 
truck stop which (1) treats the fuel sales 
portion of the real property as a separate 
property, with a separate and higher 
rental than was formerly required; and
(2) treats the non-fuel sales portion of 
the real property as a separate property, 
with a separate and higher rental than 
was formerly required.

ISSUE #1. May the lessor establish 
separate rents for different uses of real 
property which was under a single lease 
for several uses on May 15,1973?

ISSUE #2 . May the lessor increase the 
rent above that which prevailed on 
May 15, 1973, either for the fuel sales 
portion of the real property or for the 
non-fuel sales portion of the real prop­
erty, pursuant to an escalation clause or 
termination clause in the lease agree­
ment in effect on May 15, 1973, or other­
wise?

RULING. No. A lessor of real property 
used in retailing gasoline may not now 
treat separately uses of real property 
that were formerly treated in a single 
lease agreement, nor may it raise the
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rent with respect to any use of such prop­
erty beyond the rent charged pursuant 
to the contractual terms prevailing on 
May 15,1973.

The real property covered by the single 
lease in effect'on May 15, 1973, is re­
garded as the ‘‘real property used in re­
tailing gasoline,” as to which the lessor 
may not increase the rent under 10 CFR 
212.103. The fact that the old lease pro­
vided separate formulas for the rent at­
tributable to the particular uses of the 
real property does not provide a basis for

the lessor to make separate leases for 
these uses or to increase the rent, either 
separately or together, for these uses. 
The separate rental terms for different 
uses of the real property are included 
among “the contractual terms prevail­
ing on May 15, 1973” which, under 10 
CFR 212.102 define the “base rent with 
respect to a lease of real property used 
in the retailing of gasoline” which a 
lessor may not increase, under 10 CFR 
212.103.

Thus, a lessor which leased real prop­

erty used In the retailing of gasoline— 
irrespective of other uses of the real prop­
erty—may not exceed in any respect the 
rental for either the “fuel area” or the 
“non-fuel area”, that was being charged 
on May 15, 1973, pursuant to the con­
tractual terms prevailing on May 15,1973.

W illiam N. Walker, 
General Counsel, 

Federal Energy Office.
March 16,1974.
[PR Doc.74-6634 Filed 3-19-74; 11:32 am]
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__ _____  Proposed Rules
This section of the FEDERAL REGtSTER contains, notices to the public of the proposed issuance o f rules and regulations. The purpose of 

these notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rulemaking prior to the adoption of the final rules.

D EPA R TM EN T OF T H E  TR EA SU R Y  
United States Customs Service 

[ 19 CFR Part 19 ]
SMELTING AND REFINING 

WAREHOUSES
Filing of a Monthly Statement by the Prin­

cipal of Two or More Bonded Ware­
houses Under the Same Blanket Bond
Notice is hereby given that under the 

authority of R.S. 251, as amended (19 
U.S.C. 66), and sections 312, 624, 46 Stat. 
692, as amended, 759 (19 U.S.C. 1312, 
1624), it is proposed to amend § 19.17(g) 
of the Customs regulations to require 
that, where two or more bonded smelt­
ing and refining warehouses are included 
under one blanket smelting and refining 
bond, the principal shall set forth the 
bonded charges for each plant in an 
overall monthly statement filed with 
Customs.

Section 19.17(g) 'currently provides 
that where two or more smelting and 
refining warehouses are included under 
one blanket smelting and refining bond, 
the principal of these warehouses shall 
file with Customs an overall monthly 
statement showing, as of the close of the 
preceding month, the inventory of all 
metals on hand at each plant covered by 
the blanket bond and the total of bonded 
charges for all plants. Each Customs dis­
trict is responsible for ascertaining the 
accuracy of the inventory report with re­
gard to the amounts held at smelting and 
refining plants within the district. How­
ever, because companies report only the 
total sum of bonded charges, the individ­
ual district offices are unable to deter­
mine whether all bonded charges in their 
districts have been included in the total. 
To enable the district offices to determine 
whether all bonded charges in their dis­
trict have been included in the monthly 
statement, the proposed amendment re­
quires that the monthly statement sub­
mitted by the principal of two or more 
bonded smelting and refining warehouses 
show the bonded charges for each plant 
covered under its blanket bond.

Accordingly, it is proposed to revise 
paragraph (g) of § 19.17 of the Customs 
regulations to read as follows:
§ 19.17 Application to establish ware­

house ; bond.
* * * * *

- (g) Where two or more smelting and 
refining warehouses are included under 
one blanket smelting and refining bond, 
an overall statement shall be filed by the 
principal of the warehouses with Head­

quarters, United States Customs Service, 
and with each district director involved, 
by the 28th of each month, showing as 
of the close of the preceding month the 
inventory of all metals on hand at eaeh 
plant covered by the blanket bond, and 
the bond charges at each of the plants. 
Eaeh district director in whose district 
one or more plants are located shall be 
responsible for verifying the accuracy of 
the inventory report insofar as the 
amounts held at plants under his juris­
diction are concerned. All discrepancies 
which cannot be reconciled by the dis­
trict director shall be reported immedi­
ately to Headquarters, United States 
Customs Service. If Headquarters finds 
that the aggregate quantity of dutiable 
metal at the several plants does not 
equal the quantity charged against the 
blanket bond, duties shall be collected for 
the quantity determined to be deficient.

Prior to the adoption of the proposed 
amendment, consideration will be given 
to any relevant data, views, or arguments 
which are submitted in writing to the 
Commissioner of Customs, Attention: 
Regulations Division, Washington, D.C. 
20229. To insure consideration of such 
communications, they must be received 
on or before April 19, 1974.

Written material or suggestions sub­
mitted will be available for public inspec­
tion in accordance with § 103.8(b) of the 
Customs regulations (19 CFR 103.8(b)) 
at the Regulations Division, United 
States Customs Service, Washington, 
D.C., during regular business hours.

[seal] Vernon D. Acree,
Commissioner of Customs.

Approved: March 12, 1974.
J ames B. Clawson,

Acting Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury.

]FR Doc.74-6431 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

D EPA R TM EN T O F JU STICE
Immigration and Naturalization Service 

[8  CFR Part 242]
SPECIAL INQUIRY OFFICERS

Authority to Determine Deportability
Pursuant to section 553 of title 5 of the 

United States Code (80 Stat. 383), notice 
is hereby given of the proposed amend­
ment of § 242.8(a) pertaining to the au­
thority of special inquiry officers.

Although it has been the Service view 
that in deportation proceedings con­
ducted under the present regulations 
special inquiry officers have authority, as 
an incident of determining deportability

to dispose of any contentions invoking 
Articles 32 and 33 of the Convention Re­
lating to the Status of Refugees, litigants 
have questioned that interpretation of 
the regulations. In order to remove such 
doubts and to end unnecessary litigation, 
the amendment is being proposed so that 
such authority will be expressly stated. 
The proposed amendment is not intended 
as a concession that in any particular 
situation Article 32 or 33 enlarges or adds 
to the rights of an alien under the im­
migration laws of the United States.

In accordance with section 553 of Title 
5 of the United States Code (80 Stat. 
383), interested persons may submit to 
the Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization, Room 7100-C, 425 Eye 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20536, 
written data, views, or arguments, in 
duplicate, with respect to the proposed 
rule. Such representations may not be 
presented orally in any manner. All rele­
vant material received by April 19, 1974, 
will be considered.

PART 242— PROCEEDINGS TO DETER­
MINE DEPORTABILITY OF ALIENS IN 
THE UNITED STATES: APPREHENSION, 
CUSTODY, HEARING, AND APPEAL
In § 242.8(a), the first sentence is 

amended to read as follows :
§ 242.8  Special inquiry officers.

(a) Authority. In any proceeding con­
ducted under this part the special in­
quiry officer shall have the authority to 
determine deportability and to make deci­
sions, including orders of deportation as 
provided by section 242(b) of the Act: 
to consider claims for relief from de­
portation under Articles 32 and 33 of 
the Convention Relating to the Status of 
Refugees, as amended by the Protocol 
Relating to the Status of Refugees; to 
reinstate orders of deportation as pro­
vided by section 242(f) of the Act; to 
determine applications under sections 
244, 245, and 249 of the Act; to determine 
the country to which an alien’s deporta­
tion will be directed in accordance with 
section 243(a) of the Act; to order tem­
porary withholding of deportation pursu­
ant to section 243(h) of the Act, and to 
take any other action consistent with ap­
plicable provisions of law and regulation 
as may be appropriate to the disposition 
of the case. * * *
(Sec. 103, 66 Stat. 173; 8 U43.C. 1103)

Dated: March 14, 1974.
L. F. Chapman, Jr., 

Commissioner of Immigration 
and naturalization. 

[FR Doc.74-6357 Filed 3-19-74; 8 :45 am]
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D EPA R TM EN T OF T H E  INTERIOR 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 

[ 25 CFR Part 221 ]
WIND RIVER IRRIGATION PROJECT, WYO. 

Operation and Maintenance Charges 
Correction

In PR Doc. 74-4556 appearing on page 
7583 of the issue for Wednesday, Feb­
ruary 27,1974, immediately following the 
22d line of the first paragraph, which 
reads “the LeClair-Riverton Irrigation 
District”, insert “assessment charges for 
Indian land for”.

Bureau of Land Management 
[43 CFR Part 3500]

LEASING OF MINERALS OTHER THAN OIL 
AND GAS; GENERAL

Use of Identification Numbers
The purpose of this proposed amend­

ment is to require applicants for a lease 
under 43 CFR 3500 to supply an identifi­
cation number. Holders of existing leases 
would be required to supply such number 
upon written request.

The proposed amendment would sim­
plify procedures and reduce administra­
tive costs in computing acreages held by 
individuals or companies, in compliance 
with limitations on holdings provided by 
law. (30 U.S.C. 181 et seq. and 30 U.S.C. 
351-359.) The present system relies on 
the applicant’s name as stated on the ap­
plication or lease. Slight variations in 
names or different addresses result in 
separate computer reports. Substantial 
effort is then required to manually com­
pute aggregate acreages. The proposed 
system would result in one complete com­
puter report.

In accordance with the Department’s 
policy on public participation in rulemak­
ing (36 PR 8336) interested parties may 
submit written comments, suggestions, 
or objections with respect to the pro­
posed rules to the Director (210), Bureau 
of Land Management, Washington, D.C. 
20240 until April 19, 1974.

Copies of comments, suggestions, or 
objections made pursuant to this notice 
will be available for public inspection in 
the Office of Public Affairs, Bureau of 
Land Management, Room 5643, Interior 
Building, Washington, D.C., during reg­
ular business hours , (7:45 a.m.-4:15 
P.m.)..

It is hereby determined that the pub­
lication of this proposed rulemaking is 
not a major Federal action significantly 
affecting the quality of the human en­
vironment and that no detailed state­
ment pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of 
the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4332(2) (C)) is re­
quired.

In 43 CFR Chapter n , Part 3500 is 
amended by adding § 3502.7a.
§ 3502.7a Identification number.

Each applicant for lease or permit or 
each successful bidder in a competitive 
lease sale must submit an identification 
number with his application or bid. For

an individual this number shall be his 
Social Security number. For a corpora­
tion, partnership, or association, the 
number shall be its Internal Revenue 
Service Employer Identification number. 
Subsidiaries shall file both their own 1RS 
number and that of their parent cor­
poration. Lessees and permittees of all 
previously issued leases or permits shall 
submit their identification numbers 
within 30 days of receipt of a request 
from the appropriate Bureau office.

Jack O'. H orton,
Assistant Secretary of the Interior.

March 14, 1974.
[PR Doc.74-6327 Piled 3-19-74;8:45 am]

D EPA R TM EN T O F A G R ICU LTU R E
Agricultural Marketing Service

[7  CFR Part 932]
[Docket No. AO-352-A2] 

HANDLING OLIVES GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA

Cancellation of Hearing and Termination of 
Proceeding

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri­
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and 
the rules of practice and procedure, as 
amended, governing proceedings to 
fromulate marketing agreements and 
orders (7 CFR Part 900>, a notice setting 
forth certain proposals, and a location, 
date, and time for a public hearing 
thereon was published in the F ederal 
R egister (36 FR 3199), with respect to 
proposed further amendment of the mar­
keting agreement, as amended, and Order 
No. 932, as amended (7 CFR Part 932), 
regulating the handling of olives grown in 
California. The proposals were submitted 
by the Olive Administrative Committee, 
the administrative agency established, 
pursuant to the marketing agreement 
and order.

During the course of said hearing, 
Consolidated Olive Growers, Inc. (a co­
operative now trading as Lindsay Olive 
Growers) introduced a modification of 
material issue 8 (relative to amonding 
§ 932.52 Outgoing regulations) which 
modification would have broadened the 
scope of the original proposal on that is­
sue. Supporting and opposing testimony 
was received on the proposed modifica­
tion and numerous briefs were filed.

On July 21, 1971, the Deputy Admin­
istrator, Regulatory Programs, issued a 
recommended decision (36 FR 13839) 
which included the aforesaid modifica­
tion. Subsequently, the Olive Adminis­
trative Committee, on the basis of a ma­
jority vote within the committee, filed an 
exception to the proposed modification 
which had been included in the recom­
mended decision. Recommendation of the 
proposed modification was withdrawn by 
the final (Secretary’s) decision of Sep­
tember 3, 1971 (36 FR 18093). Said deci­
sion also ordered that the olive industry 
be provided with further opportunity to 
present evidence on material issue 8 and 
set December 8, 1971, as the tentative 
date for reopening the hearing.

Prior to the scheduled date for reopen­
ing the hearing, Consolidated Olive 
Growers, Inc., forwarded to the Depart­
ment a request for indefinite postpone­
ment of the hearing pending resolution of 
differences among principals in the in­
dustry and development of support of its 
proposal. On December 2, 1971, the Dep­
uty Administrator, Regulatory Pro­
grams, issued a Notice of Postponement 
of Hearing With Respect to Proposed 
Further Amendment of the Marketing 
Agreement and Order (36 FR 23222).

The economic situation, particularly 
as it relates to the olive industry, has 
changed greatly since 1971 and the mat­
ter is no longer being pursued actively 
by Lindsay Olive Growers. Accordingly, 
the firm, on February 11,1974, forwarded 
to this Department a request for termi­
nation of the proceeding.

In view of the foregoing it is concluded 
that no useful purpose would be served by 
further indefinite postponement of a re­
opened hearing. Therefore, the notice of 
a reopened hearing with respect to mate­
rial issue 8 (36 FR 18093), including the 
postponement thereof (36 FR 23222), is 
hereby withdrawn and the proceeding 
terminated.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 14th 
day of March 1974.

J ohn C. B lum, 
Deputy Administrator 

Regulatory Programs.
[FR Doc.74-6370 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

D EPA R TM EN T O F C O M M ER C E
National Oceanic and Atmospheric 

Administration
[50 CFR Part 253]
AID TO FISHERIES

Commercial Fisheries Research and 
Development

Notice is hereby given that it is pro­
posed to revise Part 253, Subchapter F, 
Chapter H of Title 50 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations. This revision is pur­
suant to section 8 of the Commercial 
Fisheries Research and Development Act 
of 1964, as amended (16 U.S.C. 779-779f).

Part 253 sets forth procedures to be 
used by the Secretary in providing fi­
nancial assistance to State agencies for 
research and development of the com­
mercial fisheries resources of the Nation. 
The proposed revision, among other 
things, would permit a State to volun­
tarily release funds available to it under 
subsection 5(a) of the Act so that such 
funds may be made available to any other 
State. Section 253.4(a) is revised as 
follows:
§ 253.4  Use o f funds.

(a) Apportionment of subsection 4(a) 
funds. (1) On July 1 of each year, or as 
soon thereafter as practicable, the Sec­
retary shall notify the respective States 
of the amount of funds authorized under 
subsection 4(a) of the Act and appor­
tioned to each State under subsection 
5(a) of the Act. Funds apportioned to a 
State in any fiscal year shall remain
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available to it for obligation until the 
end of the succeeding fiscal year.

(2) Any State which is unable to use 
any or all of the funds apportioned to 
it may voluntarily release all or any part 
of such apportioned funds. Such release 
must be in writing and signed by the 
State official in charge of the agency 
designated under Section 253.3(a) of 
these regulations or some other appro­
priate State official. Any apportioned 
funds released by a State may be made 
available by the Secretary to any other 
State, to supplement the funds appor­
tioned to such other State in the fiscal 
year in which the released funds were 
apportioned, when the Secretary deter­
mines that such State is able to make 
prompt and effective use of such funds 
to carry out the purposes of the Act: Pro­
vided, however, That in the fiscal year 
in which such released funds were ap­
portioned, no State may have available 
to it funds in excess of 6 percent of the 
total funds apportioned in that fiscal 
year. The voluntary release of appor­
tioned funds by a State shall not affect 
the apportionment of funds to that State 
or any other State in succeeding fiscal 
years.

Interested persons may submit writ­
ten comments, suggestions, or objections 
concerning this proposed revision to the 
Director, National Marine Fisheries Serv­
ice, Washington, D.C. 20235, until the 
close of business on April 8, 1974.

Issued at Washington, D.C. and dated 
March 15, 1974.

R obert W. S choning, 
Director, National Marine

Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc.74-6377 Filed 3-19-74; 8:45 am]

D EPA R TM EN T OF  
TRAN SPORTATION  

Federal Aviation Administration
[ 14 CFR Part 71 ]

[Airspace Docket No. 74-SW-9]
CONTROL ZONE 

Proposed Alteration
The Federal Aviation Administration is 

considering amending Part 71 of the Fed­
eral Aviation regulations to alter the Big 
Spring, Tex., control zone.

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views, or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to Chief, Airspace 
and Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Divi­
sion, Southwest Region, Federal Aviation 
Administration, P.O. Box 1689, Fort 
Worth, Texas 76101. All communications 
received on or before April 19, 1974, will 
be considered before action is taken on 
the proposed amendment. No public hear­
ing is contemplated at this time, but ar­
rangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Administration 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Chief, Airspace and Procedures Branch. 
Any data, views, or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be sub­
mitted in writing in accordance with this

notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 5

The official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Office of the Regional Counsel, South­
west Region, Federal Aviation Adminis­
tration, Fort Worth, Texas. An informal 
docket will also be available for examina­
tion at the Office of the Chief, Airspace 
and Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Divi­
sion.

It is proposed to amend Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation regulations as herein­
after set forth.

In § 71.171 (39 FR 354), the Big Spring, 
Tex., control zone is amended to read: 

B ig Spr in g , T ex .
That air space within a 5-mile radius of 

Webb AFB, Big Spring, -Tex. (latitude 
32°12'51" N., longitude 101°31'24'' W.); 
within a 5-mile radius of Howard County 
Airport, Big Spring, Tex. (latitude 32°18'05" 
N., longitude 101°26'20" W.); within 2 miles 
each side of the Big Spring VORTAC 190° T 
(180* M) radial extending from the Webb 
AFB 5-mUe radius zone to 1 mile S of the 
VORTAC; within 2 miles each side of the 
Big .Spring VORTAC 151° T (141° M) radial 
extending from the Howard County Airport 
5-mile radius zone to the VORTAC; within 
3 miles each side of the Webb VORTAC 
007° T (357° M) radial extending from the 
Webb AFB 5-mile radius zone to 8 miles N 
of the VORTAC; and within 3 miles each side 
of the Webb VORTAC 177° T (167° M) radial 
extending from the Webb AFB 5-mile radius 
zone to 8 miles S of the VORTAC. This con­
trol zone will be effective during the specific 
dates and times established in advance by a 
Notice to Airmen. The effective date and 
time will thereafter be continuously pub­
lished in the Airman’s Information Manual.

Alteration of the Big Spring control 
zone is necessary due to relocation of the 
Webb. Tex., VORTAC and the adjust­
ments to the instrument approach proce­
dures predicated theréon. Alteration of 
the control zone will provide the neces­
sary controlled airspace to contain the 
instrument approach procedures.

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sec. 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. Ì348) 
and of sec. 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).

Issued in Fort Worth, TX., on March 
11, 1974.

Albert H. T httrburn,
Acting Director, 
Southwest Region.

[FR Doc.74-6319 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[ 14 CFR Part 71 ]
[Airspace Docket No. 74-SO-27] 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Alteration

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation regulations that 
would alter the Cherry Point, N.C., 
transition area.

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Federal

Aviation Administration, Southern 
Region, Air Traffic Division, P.O. Box 
20636, Atlanta, Ga. 30320. All communi­
cations received on or before April 19, 
1974 will be considered before action is 
taken on the proposed amendment. No 
hearing is contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Administration 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Chief, Airspace and Procedures Branch. 
Any data, views or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in light of comments received.

The official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, South­
ern Region, Room 645, 3400 Whipple 
Street, East Point, Ga.

The Cherry Point transition area de­
scribed in § 71.181 (39 FR 440) would be 
amended as follows: “* * * longitude 
76°53'00" W .); * * *” would be deleted 
and *** * * longitude 76°53'00" W .); 
within a 6-mile radius of Beaufort-More- 
head City Airport, Beaufort, N.C. (lati­
tude 34°44'00" N., longitude 76"39'45" 
W .); within 3 miles each side of the 132* 
bearing from Marine Cherry Point RBN, 
extending from the 6-mile radius area to 
the 8.5-mile radius area * * *” would 
be substituted therefor.

The proposed alteration is required to 
provide controlled airspace protection for 
IFR operations at Beaufort-Morehead 
City Airport. A prescribed instrument ap­
proach procedure to this airport, utiliz­
ing the Marine Cherry Point Nondirec- 
tional Radio Beacon, is proposed in con­
junction with the alteration of this tran­
sition area.

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sec. 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) 
and of sec. 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).

Issued in East Point, Ga., on March 12, 
1974.

P hillip M. S watek, 
Director, Southern Region.

[FR Doc.74-6318 FUed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

EN VIRON M ENTAL PROTECTION  
A G EN CY  

[ 40 CFR Part 52 ]
NORTH CAROLINA STATE 
IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

Proposed Compliance Schedules
Section 110 of the Clean Air Act, as 

amended, and the implementing regula­
tions of 40 CFR Part .51 require each 
State to submit a plan which provides for 
the attainment and maintenance of the 
national ambient air quality standards 
throughout the State. On May 31, 1972 
(37 FR 10842), pursuant to section 110 
of the Clean Air Act and 40 CFR Part 51, 
the Administrator approved portions of 
North Carolina’s State Implementation 
Plan.
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On November 2, 1973, pursuant to 40 
CFR 51.15 and 51.6, the State of North 
Carolina submitted for the Environmen­
tal Protection Agency’s approval addi­
tional compliance schedules, This pub­
lication proposes that certain of the 
compliance schedules be approved. Each 
proposed compliance schedule establishes 
a date by which an individual air pollu­
tion source must attain compliance with 
an emission limitation of the State 
implementation plan. This date is indi- 
catcd in the succeedng tables under the 
heading “Final Compliance Date.” In 
many cases the schedule includes incre­
mental steps toward compliance, with in­
terim dates for achieving those steps. 
While the tables below do not list these 
interim dates, the actual compliance 
schedules do.

The schedules in table (a) of this no­
tice are additions to the table published 
in the F ederal Register of June 20,1973, 
(38 FR 16144) as satisfying the compli­
ance schedule requirements for State im­
plementation plans. This list of June 20 
is also amended in this publication by the 
deletion of certain schedules for which 
the final compliance date has been ex­
tended. This group of schedules is here 
presented in a new table (b) as satisfying 
the requirements for revisions in State 
implementation plans. In no case does 
the extension exceed one year beyond the 
previous final compliance date, and in 
most cases the extension is in the range 
of three to six months.

All of the compliance schedules listed 
here are available for public inspection 
at the following locations:
Air Programs Office 
Environmental Protection Agency 
Region IV
1421 Peachtree Street NE.
Atlanta, Georgia 30309 
State of North Carolina 
Office of Water and Air Resources 
226 West Jones Street 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27611

Each compliance schedule has been 
adopted by the Water and Air Quality 
Control Committee of the Board of Water 
and Air Resources and submitted to EPA 
after notice and public hearinr in ac­
cordance with the procedural require­
ments of 40 CFR Part 51. Each also satis­
fies the substantive requirements of 40 
CFR Part 51 pertaining to compliance 
schedules, and has been determined to 
be consistent with the approved control 
strategies for the State of North 
Carolina.

All interested parties are encouraged to 
submit written comments on the pro­
posed compliance schedules. These com­
ments will be weighed carefully by EPA 
before the agency decides to approve or 
disapprove these changes in the North 
Carolina plan. Comments will be accepted

through April 19, 1974. These should be 
addressed to the Director, Air and Water 
Programs Division, Environmental Pro- 
tion Agency, Region IV, 1421 Peachtree 
Street NE., Atlanta, Georgia 30309, At­
tention: Mr. Thomas A. Strickland.
(42 tj.S.C. 18570-6)

Dated: March 11,1974.
R ussell E. T rain, 

Administrator.

It is proposed to amend Part 52 of 43 
CFR Chapter I as follows:

1. Section 52.1774 is amended by add­
ing new lines in correct alphabetical 
sequence to the table in paragraph (a) 
and by deleting from this table certain 
lines which, in revised form, constitute a 
new paragraph (b), as follows:
§ 52.1774 Compliance schedules.

(a) * * *
North Carolina

Perm it Regula- Date of Effective Final
Source Location No. tions adoption date compliance

involved date

Alamance County

Alamance K nit Fabrics_____ . Burlington...__ T-2222 II-2.2
IV-2.60

June 27,1973 Im m ediately.. Feb. 20,1974

Cone Mills Corp.: Haw River T-2235 II-2.2 ____do______ Sept. 1,1974
Granite Plant. IV-1.10

IV-2.40
Tarbardrey P lan t_______________ do......... __T-2237 II-2.2

IV-1.10
IV-2.40

»___do._____ ____ do_______ Do.

D an River, Inc., Webco K nit Burlington__ T-2248 H-2J1 _.do _______ Feb. 28,1974
Division. II-5.2

IV-2.30
Glen Raven Mills:

Altamahaw Division______ A ltam ahaw .. T-2234 n - 2.2 _ . .d o ______ Oct. 22,1973
IV-1.10

Finishing Division________ Glen Raven... . . .  T-2229 II-2.2 ____do______ Do.
II-5.2
IV-2.30
IV-2.60

Winn-Dixie Raleigh, Inc.
S to re  N o . 874 T-2364 IV-1.30 Dec. 15,1973 

Do.btore No. 879_____________ Graham....... .__T-2370 IV-1.30 ____do______ ____do...............

Anson County

Burlington Industries:
Ballet Hosiery P la n t . . .____Wadesboro______ T-2344 II-1.3 June 29,1973 Im m ediately .. June 1,1974
Kenville, Inc____1________ Lilesvilie_______ T-2317 II-2.2 ____ d o ...________;do_.______June 30,1974

IV-2.30
Wansona Manufacturing Wadesboro_____ T-2299 II-2.2 ____ do___________do_______ Dec. 1,1974

Corp.

Ashe County

Thomasville Furniture In- West Jefferson.. T-2254 II-2.2 June 27,1973 Im m ediately .. Jan. 1,1974
dustries, Inc., Phénix Chair n-5 .2
Plant. . IV-1.10

IV-2.40
IV-2.30
IV-2.60

Beaufort County

Cargill, Inc ........ ........................ B elhaven .............T-2392 IV-2.30 July 27,1973 Im m ediately .. Aug. 1,1974
Do_____ _______________ W ashington..__ T-2391 IV-2.30 . . . .d o ________ . . .d o ______ _ Do.

Singer Furniture Division...............do............. .......T-2198 II-2.2 June 27,1973 ___do............... . Dec. L1973
IV-1.10

Bladen County

Winn-Dixie Raleigh, Inc., No. E lizabeth tow n.. T-2358- IV-1.30 June 29,1973 Im m ediately .. Nov. 1,1973 
840.

Veeder-Root Co....... ......................... do.... ................T-2228 IV-2.60 June 27,1973 ___ do________Dec. 10,1973

Brunswick County

Royster Co_____;___________ Navassa________ T-2393 II-2.2 July 27,1973 Im m ediate ly .. Oct. L 1974
II-5.2
IV-1.50
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Perm it Regula- D ate of Effective Final
Source Location No. tions adoption date ■ compliance

involved date

Cabarrus County

Foils, I n c . . . . ______________ H arrisburg ... . . .  T-2318 II-2.2
IV-2.30

June 28,1973 Im m ediately.. Jan. 30,1974

K err Industries, Inc.:'
Main plant: ........do............... Feb. 1,1974(a) Tenter frames 3, 4 ,5__ Concord____ . . .  T-2337 IV-2.30

II-2.2
June 29,1973 .

. . .  T-2337 II-2.2 ........ do............. .........do— .......... Apr. 1,1974
IV-2.30

(c) Boilers 1 and 2................ . . .  T-2337 II-2.2
IV-1.10

____d o . .. . ------........do................ May 1,1974

. . .  T-2323 II-2.2 ........ do............. ........do---- ------ . Dec. 1,1973
IV-2.30

........do.............. . June 1,1974(a) Tenter frame___ . . .  T-2324 II-2.2
IV-2.30

____ do.............

(b) D rum  dryer.................... . . .  T-2324 II-2.2
IV-2.30

. . —.do___ - - . . d o ....... . . June 30,1974

Oliver Martin Co., Inc_______ . . .  T-2321 II-2.2
IV-2.30

June 28,1973 ........ do_______. Dec. 31,1973

Chatham  County

Evans Products C o.............. Moncure____ . . .  T-2296 II-2.2
IV-2.40
IV-1.10

June 28,1973 Imm ediately... Dec. 31,1974

Cherokee County

Bernhardt Industries, Inc., M arble........... . . .  T-2275 II-2.2 June 27,1973 Im m ediately. . Apr. 1,1974
M undy Lum ber Co. IV-2.40

IV-1.10
IV-1.20

Chowan County

Rose Brothers Paving Co., Edenton____. . . .  T-2206 II-2.2 June 27,1973 Im m ediately. Mar. 15,1974
Inc. II-5 .2  

IV -2.60 
IV-1.40 
IV-2.40

The United Piece & Dye ........ do................ T-2221 II-2.2 ____do____ ...........do..........- . Dec. 31,1974
Works. II-5 .2 ' 

IV -1.10 
IV-2.40 
IV -2.60

Columbus County

C hadboum .. . . .  T-2196 H-1.3 June 27,1973 Im m ediately. . Dec. 31,1973
White ville__ . . . .  T-2219 II-1.3 ........ do........... ........... do........... Do

Cumberland County

Cobb Paving C o .. . . ...... .........-
Cumberland County Board

Fayetteville. T-1634 rv-i.40 May 8,1972 Im m ediately. .  Dec. 31,1973

of Education:
(a) Beaver D am  School.. . . Roseboro___ T-1594 II-2.2

IV-1.10
IV-2.40

May 5,1972 ——-d o ..—— . . Oct. 1,1973

(b) Lillian Black School__ Springdale.... . . .  T.-1595 II-2.2
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

—-..d o —......... ..........do............. DO.

Do.(c) Brentwood School____ Fayetteville. . . . .  T-1596 II-2.2
IV-1.10
IV-2.240

____ do.............. - . .- .d o ........... .

(d) Cashwell School.'.......... Hope Mills.... . . .  T-1597 II-2.2
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

........ do............. Do.

(e) Cedar Creek S chool.... Fayetteville. T-1598 I I -2.2
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

____do........... Do.

____ do__ . . . . ___ T-1599 II-2.2 ___ do............. ____ do............. Do.
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

(g) Cumberland Mills ___do........... ___ T-1600 II-2.2 -___do........... .......... do______ Do.
School. IV-1.10

IV-2.40
Do.(h) D istrict No. 7 School.. . , W ade........... T-1602 II-2.2

IV-1.10
IV-2.40

____ do____—,_____ do____ —

(i) Legion Road School___, Hope M ills.. . . . .  T-1604 II-2.2
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

____do............. Do.

Do.(j) Les Maxwell Adminis­
tration Bldg.

Fayetteville. . . . .  T-1621 II-2.2 ____do........... ...........do___——
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

(k) Oakdale School.. .  ____ T-1609 II-2.2
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

........ do............ ..........do............. Do.
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Source Location
Perm it Regula- D ate of Effective Final

No. tions adoption date compliance
involved date

(1) Pine Fort School......... ., . .  T-1Ô10 II-2.2 Do.
IV-1.10
rV-2.40

Cm) Raleigh Road School... Linden............. . .  T-1611 II-2.2
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

Do.

(n) Reilly Road School___ Fayetteville ... . .  T-1612 II-2.2
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

........ d o ...  U r-, — ..dOw...— — Do. •

(o) Seabrook School............ ........do............. . . .  T-1613 II-2.2
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

........do ......... . ____ 3 o . . . . ......... Do.

(p) Stedman School............. Stedm an_____ . .  T-1615 II-2.2"
rv - i . io
IV-2.40

. . . . . d o ....... . ____ d o , . . . ......... Do.

Winn-Dixie Raleigh, Inc.
Store No. 877_____________ Fayetteville. . .  T-2353 IV-1.30 June 29,1978 ........do............. . Nov. 1,1973
Store No. 880..................... ...... ....... d o .............. . .  T-2355 IV-1.30 ........do .___. . . ........ do............... Do.
Store No. 895______________ . .  T-2356 IV-1.30 ____do .____u ____d o .u ___ : . Do.

Currituck County

Beach Paving Co....................... Spot________ II-2 .2 
II-5.2 
IV-1.40 
IV -2.40

June 27,1973 Im m ediately.. Nov. 30,1973

Davidson County

Burlington Industries, Inc. :
Colony Graft P l a n t . . . . . . . . .  D e p to n ..___. . .  T-2316
Raleigh Road P lan t________ Lexington___. . .  T-2325
Table P lan t______________ ____ .do________  T-2315
United P lant:

(a) Hydrocarbons____________ d o . . . . .......... T-2322
(b) Cyclones................._.............. do.................T-2322

Carolina Panel Co., Inc___________ do.................T-2326

Conner Carving Co., I n c . . . . . .  Thom asville___ T-2327

Kepley-Frank Hardwood Lexington______T-2328
Co., Inc.

Masonite Corp........ ....................Thom asville____ T-2329
Thomasville Furniture In ­

dustries, Inc.:
P lan t A . . . . ............................  .do.......T-2334
P lan t B .............................................. .do............ ... T -̂2336
P lan t C . ........................................... do............. . .  T-2335
P lan t D — ...... .................................... do .  ___ : T-2330
P lan t L ........... . . ................ . ..............do................. T-2331
P lan t T ...............................................do ...................T-2333

IV -2.60 June 28,1973 Imm ediately... Dec. 31,1973
IV -2.60 June 29,1973 . . . . .d o ........... . Do.
IV -2.60 June 28,1973 ____do........... . Do.

IV -2.60 ........do............... .___do............. Do.
IV -2.00 ........do_____  ..___do.............. July 1,1974
II-2 .2 June 29,1973 ..___do........... .. Dec. 31,1973
IV-1.10
II-2 .2 ____do............... .___do.............. April 1,1974
IV-2.30
H -L  3 ........ do............... .___do.............. May 1,1974
IV -2.60 ........ do..........- _. ___do........... . Dec. 1,1973

IV -2.60 . — .-do ....... ........ — do_........... Jan. 1,1974
IV -2.60 ........ do................__ do............. Do.
IV -2 .60 ........ do................ __ do............. Do.
IV -2.60 ........ do................— do............. Do.
IV -2.60 ........ do................ __ do............. Do.
IV -2.60 ____do......... __ do_____ Do.

Davie County

Lowe’s Food Store No. 1 7 ... ..  Mocksville.......... T-2346 II-1.3 June 29,1973 Im m ediately.. Apr. 30,1974

Edgecombe County

Carolina Tire Co.......................  Rocky M ount... T-2247

Edgecombe General Hospital. T a rbo ro .............T-2298
Kaiser Agricultural Chemi- Rocky M ount... T-2233 

cals.

Planters Oil Mill, Inc.:
(a) Meal room o p e r a t i o n . d o _________ T-2379

II-2.2 June 27,1973 Im m ediate ly .. Oct. 13,1973
II-5.2'
IV-2.30
IV-1.30 June 28,1973 . . . . . d o .............. Nov. 6,1973
II-2.2 Jime 27,1973  do__ ____ Dec. 1,1973
II-5.2
IV-1.50
IV-2.30

II-2.2 June 29,1973 . . . . . d o ..............  Oct. 1,1973
II-5.2
IV-2.30
II-2.2

(b) L in t handling operation.-___do_______ . .  T-2379 IV-2.30 ........ do... ...........-.--do_ .............Oct. 1,1974F . S. Rovster Merchantile Tarhorn . 
Co., Inc.

. ..  T-2380 II-2.2
II-5.2

do..._______ r .do . .............Dec. 31,1973

Winn-Dixie Raleigh, 
store No. 833.

I n c . , ........ do____. . . . . .  T-2365 IV-L30 ---- do________ __do___. . . . .  Dec. 15,1973

Franklin County

Louisburg College____ --------- Louisburg............. T-2289 II-2.2rv-i.io
IV-2.40

June 28,1973 Im m ediate ly .. Oct. 1,1973
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Source
P erm it Régula- Date of Effective Final 

Location No. tlons adoption date compliance
involved date

Gaston County

Gaston County schools:
(a) Bessemer C ity  Central Bessemer C ity ..  

Gym.
(b) Costner E lem en ta ry .... Dallas_________

(c) Cramerton School Gym . Cramerton_____

(d) Lowell Elem entary Lowell_________
Gym.

(e) Lowell E lem en ta ry _____do___ „  i
Bldg.

(f) Lowell E lem entary O f-____do_________
flee Bldg.

(g) North Belmont Cafe- N orth Belmont.

(h) N orth Belm ont O ffice____d o . . _______
Bldg. ,

(i) N orth Belmont P r im a ry ____do_________
Bldg.

(j) Mount Holly High G ym . M ount H o lly ... .

(k) Mount Holly High A u - ____d o . . _______
ditorium.

(l) Mount Holly H ig h ........ do_________
School Old Bldg.

(m) Pldasant Ridge____ -. Gastonia._______

(n) Robinson School._________ do_______ _

(o) Springfield-..................._. Stanley________

II-2.2
IV-1.10
II-2.2
IV-1.10
II-2.2
IV-1.10
II-2.2
IV-1.10
II-2.2
IV-1.10
II-2.2
IV-1.10
II-2.2
IV-1.10
II-2.2
IV-1.10
11- 2:2
IV-1.10
II-2.2
IV-1.10
II-2.2
IV-1.10
II-2.2
IV-1.10
II-2.2
IV-1.10
II-2.2
IV-1.10
II-2.2
IV-1.10

Apr. 10,1973 Im m ediately.. June 30,1974

____do__ !___ —— d o , — Do.

____ do............. ........ do............... Do.

........ do ............. ........ do ............... Do.

— d o . . , ___ ____d o .— Do.

........ do ........... .. Do,

____d O -.- I__ ____do_______ Do.

____d o . - ____ ____do_______ Do.

____do........... . ........do ............... Do.

____do__ ___ ____do ............... Do.

........ do____ ........ do............... Do.

........ d o . ........... Do.

........ do ............. ........ do ............... Do.

........ d o . . . ___ ........ d o . ............ Do.

——.d o .—— ____do............... Do.

Gates County

Ashton Lewis Lum ber Co___ Gatesville______ T-742 II-1.3 Apr. 7,1971 Im m ediate ly .. Mar. 1,1973

Graham County

Bern is Hardwood ' Lum ber 
Co­

fa) Open burning................ Robbinsville___T-2279
____ do________  T-227B

II-1.3
II-2.2

June 28,1973 Im m ediately.. Sept.
Dec.

1,1973 
31,1973

IV-1.20

Granville County

Winn-Dixie Raleigh, 
store No. 848.

Inc., Oxford......... ........T-2371 IV-1.30 June 29,1973 Im m ediately.. Dec. 15,1973

Halifax County

Uptegraff Southern, Inc Roanoke
Rapids.

____ do..........

— ..d o ___—

T-2249 IV-2.60 June 27,1973 Im m ediately.. Dec. 31,1973

Winn-Dixie Raleigh, 
store No. 837.

J. P . Stevens Co., 
Patterson Plant.

Inc.,

Inc.,

____ T-2373

........T-782

IV-1.30

IV-1.10
IV-2.40

June 29,1973 

Apr. 15,1971

____do_______

........ do........... —

Dec.

Ju ly

15.1973

15.1973

H arnett County

Alphin Brothers, I n c .. .  
Winn-Dixie Raleigh, 

store No. 897.
Inc.,

D u n n ______
—,_do—.........

........T-2283

........T-2349
IV-1.30
IV-1.30

June 28, Í973 
June 29,1973

Im m ediately.. 
-----d o .......... —

Oct.
Nov.

31,1973 
1,1973

Haywood County

U.S. Plywood, Cham pion Canton________T-792 II-2.2 Apr. 16,1971 Im m ediately .. June 30,1973
Papers, Inc. IV-1.10

IV-2.40

Henderson County

General Electric Co., Light- Hendersonville.. T-2266 II-2.2 June 27,1973 Im m ediately .. Apr. 1,1974
ing Systems Division. II-5.2

IV-2.60
IV-2.30

Hertford County

Rose Brothers Paving Co., Murfreesboro____T-2204 II-2.2 June 27,1973 Im m ediately .. Mar. 15,1974
Inc. II-5.2

IV-1.40
IV-2.40
IV-2.60

FEDERAL REGISTER, V O L  39, NO. 55— WEDNESDAY, MARCH 20, 1974



PROPOSED RULES 10443

Perm it Regula- Date of Effective Final
Source Location No. tions adoption date compliance

involved date

Iredell County

JBemhart Furniture Indus* Statesville___ . .  T-2332 IV-2.60 June 29,1973 Im m ediately... Oct. 31,1973
tries, p lant No. 4.

Gilliam Furniture, Inc______ . .  T-2341 n -2 .2
IV -1 .10 
IV-2.40

........ do............. ........ do................ Oct. 30,1973

Lowe’s Food Stores, Inc.:
Store No. 7.............................. ........ do............... . .  T-2345 n - i . 3 ........ do............. ........ do............... Apr. 30,1974
Store No. 16____ ______ _ ........ d o .............. . .  T-2347 II-1.3 ____d o ............ —. . . d o .............. Do.

T-2340 II-2 .2 Ju ly  1,1974
IV-1.10

Statesville Chair Co........ ......... ........ do .............. . .  T-2301 IV -2.60 June 28,1973 ........ do.............. . Dec. 31,1973
Superba P rin t Works_______ ' Mooresville__ ... T-2306 IV-2.30 June 29,1973 ___.d o ..— . . . . . June 30,1974

T-2339 II-2 .2 . Dec. 31,1974

Jackson County

C h a m p io n  I n t e r n a t io n a l W hittier_____ . .  T-2271 n -2 .2 June 27,1973 Im m ediately... Nov. 30,1973
Corp., Drexel Enterprises. IV -1 .10

Johnston County

Gurley’s Inc ............. ................. Selma............... . .  T-2385 IV-2.30 June 29,1973 Im m ediately. . June 30,1974
T . E . Johnson .Lumber Co___ Four Oaks___ . .  T-2230 II-1.3 June 27,1973 ........ do............. .. Dec. 31,1973
Ranch Redwood........................ Smithfield___ . .  T-2231 IV -2.60 ____do........ ........ do............. .. Nov. 1,1973
Winn-Dixie Raleigh Inc., No. ........ d o .............. . .  T-2372 IV-1.30 June 29,1973 . . . . . d o .......... . . Oct. 15,1973

Lee county

Carnes Corp_______________ Sanford_________T-2239
John W. Eshelman & S o n s ,____do_______ . .  T-2236

Inc.
Sanford C ity Board of E d u c a -____do................... T-522

tion, Sanford Central High School. .

IV-2.60 June 27,1973 Im m ediately .. Nov. 30,1973 
IV-2.30 _____d o . . ;_______ d o . . . . ........ Nov. 1,1973

II-2.2 Mar. 8,1971__..d o .................Dec. 31,1973
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

Lincoln County

____T-2309 II-2.2 June 29,1973 Im m ediately... Mar. 1,1974
IV-2.30

Lowe’s Food Store No. 10___ ___ T-2348 II-1.3 — _-do___——— —do— ... . Apr. 30,1974

McDowell County

International Musical Instru- Marion........ .........T-2280 II-2.2 June 28,1973 Im m ediately... Dec. 31,1973
ments. II-5.2

IV-2.60
IV-2.30

Marimont Furniture, I n c . . . . . ____do...........____T-2273 IÍ-2.2 ........do............. . Oct. 30,1973
II-6.2
IV-2.60
IV-2.30

Marion Manufacturing Co___ ........do...................T-2257 II-2.2
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

June 27,1973 ........do............. :. June 30,1974

McDowell County Court ........ do...................T-2261 II-2.2 ........do............. ........d o ............. . May 16,1974
House. IV-1.10

IV-2.40
Pine Valley Division of E than Old F o rt__ ........T-2264 II-2.2 ........do............. ........do_.............. Dec. 31,1973

Allen, p lant No. 1. II-6.2
IV-2.30
IV-2.60

Macon County

Zickgraf Hardwood Co.:
(a) ~Woodworking p lan t____

(b) Woodwaste boilers_____

F rank lin .... . . . . .  T-1966

......... T-1956

II-2.2 - 
IV-2.30 
II-2.2 
IV-1.10

Dec. 13,1972 

........ do.............

Im m ediately .. June 30,1973 

. . . .  .do .______ Aug. 1,1973

Madison County

Tri-County Concrete Co____ Mars H ill . . ..........T-2274 H-2.2
IV-2.30

June 27,1973 Im m ediately .. Dec. 31,1973

Moore County

Glendon Pyrophyllite, In c .__
Fletcher Southern__________
Winn-Dixie Raleigh, Inc., 

store No. 855.

Glendon_______T-2242
Southern P ines.. T-2238 
Raleigh................T-2364

IV-2.30 
IV-2.30 
IV-1.80

June 27,1973
____do.............
June 29,1973

Im m ediate ly .. Oct. 1,1973
........ do .______ Dec. 31,1973
........ do_______ Dec. 15,1973

Moore County

Tow n of Vasa._____________ Vass............ ........ T-107 II-1.8 Oct. 30,1970 Im m ediate ly .. June 80,1973
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Source Location
Perm it

No.
Regula­

tions
involved

Date of 
adoption

Effective
date

Final
compliance

date

N ash County

Whitakers Gin C o________ _ Whitakers___. . . .  T-2118 IT-2.2
IV-2.30

Mar. 2,1973 Im m ediately.. June 1,1973

Nashville Building Supply Co. Nashville---- . . . .  T-2094 II-2.2
IV-2.30

____do......... ........ do............... Dec. 30,1973

Miller Manufacturing Co........... .......do--------- . . . .  T-2290 II-2.2
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

June 28,1973 ........do............... Dec. 31,1973

New Hanôver County

Sun Oil Co. of Pennsylvania.. Wilmington........ T-2210 IV-2.60 June 27,1973 Im m ediately.. Jan. 4,1974

N ortham pton County

Clary Lum ber Co------ ---------
Vircar P lan t Foods, In c_____

Gaston-_______
Severn...............

, T-2245 
._ T-2260

II-1.3
II-2.2
IV-2.30

June 27,1973 
____ do.... ........

Im m ediately.. 
------do— ------

Dec. 31,1973 
Do.

Orange County

Cone Mills Corp., Eno Plant... Hillsborough..... T-2253 II-2.2
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

June 27,1973 Im m ediately.. Sept. 1,1974

Pasquotank County *

IX L  Furniture Co............. .......Elizabeth C ity .. T-2208 IV-2.60 June 27,1973 Im m ediately.. Dec. 31,1973

Person Cptínty

Roxboro Concrete Services,
IIIU. .

Burch Ave. P lan t...................Roxboro.

Depot St. P la n t . . . ------ ---------- .-d o —

T-2240 II-2.2 
IV-2.30 

T-2243 II-2.2 
IV-2.30

June 27,1973 Im m ediately.. Oct. 1,1974 

........do............. . . . . . d o — ......... Ju ly  1,1974

P it t  County

Grifton_____ T-2212 IV-2.60 June 27,1973 Im m ediately... Dec. 31,1973
Fountain Milling Co_______ Fountain____. . .  T-2217 II-1.3 ........ do............. ____ do ............ . Do..
Garris-Evans Lum ber C o .. . Greenville___ T-2213 II-2.2 ____do........... ........ do---- ------. Feb. 1,1974

International Paper Co.:
T-2202

IV-1.10

II-2.2 ___do............... ........ do............. .. Ju ly  1,1974

T-2202

IV-1.10
IV-2.00
IV-2.30
II-2.2 ........ do............. ........ do............. .. Jan. 1,1975

Union Carbide Corp______ . .  Greenville__ . . .  T-2215

IV-1.10
IV-2.00
IV-2.30
IV-2.60 ........ do........... ..........do............. Ju ly  15,1974

Polk County

Southern Mercerizing Co— Tryon...................T-2282 H-2.2 June 28,1973 Im m ediately .. Dec. 31,1973

IV-2Ì40

Randolph Cóunty

High P o in t..... .. T-2308 IV-2.60 June 29,1973 Im m ediately.. Dec. 31,1973
Liberty_____ ... T-2305 II-2.2 June 28,1973 ........ do............... Feb. 1,1974

IV-1.10
IV-2.40

T-2314 IV-2.60 June 29,1973 ........ d o .............. Dec. 31,1973

T-2342 II-1.3 —-..d o ............. ........ do............... Apr. 1,1974
T-2313 IV-2.60 ____do______ ........ do............... Dec. 31,1973
T-2312 IV-2.60 ____do........... . Do.

L ib e r ty ......... . . .  T-2388 II-2.2 ........ do______ „a.__do___ . . . . Oct. 1,1974
IV-2.30

Richmond County

Southeastern Asphalt & Con* Rockingham, 
crete Co., Inc.

T-2311 II-2.2 June 29,1973 Im m ediately.. Apr. 1,1974
IV-Ì.40

Robeson County

Texfl Textured Fibers.. 
Winn-Dixie Raleigh, 

Elm  and W alnut Sts. 
Winn-Dixie Raleigh, 

1000 Pine St.
Wakulla Gin Co............

L um berton .___ T-2386 II-2.2
I n c . ,____do_________ T-2357 IV-1.30

I n c . ,____do_____ _— T-2359 IV-1.30

_____ Wakulla________ T-2001 II-2.2
IV-2.30

June 29,1973 Im m ediately.. Oct. 31,1974 
. ___do___________d o ..._____Nov. 1,1973

•____do___________do_______  Do.

Dec. 15,1972 . . . . . d o . . ; ____. J u n e  1,1973
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Perm it Regula- Date of Effective Final
Source Location No. tions adoption date compliance

involved date

Rutherford County

Haynes Plant, Cone Mills Henrietta____ . .  T-2255 n-2.2 June 27,1973 Im m ediately.. Sept. 1,1970
Carp. IV-1.10

IV-2.40
The General Fireproofing Co. Forest C ity___.. T-2262 II-2.2

II-5.2
IV-2.30

____do______ — .‘.d o ..__—— Jan. 31,1974

Rutherford Furniture Co., 
Inc.

Rutherfordton... T-2273
IV-2.60
II-2.2 Oct. 15,1973
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

Sampson County

Coharie Mill & Supply C o .___Clinton__________T-2375
Fashion Farms*Inc........................ . .d o ._________ T-2226
McGill Brothers, Inc___ _____Harrells_________ T-2227
Newton Grove Grain & Feed. Newton G rove.. T-2284
Saleraburg Milling Co_______ Salem burg . . .  T-2376
H . J . Underwood Co_________ Clinton^___ ____ T-2377
Winn-Dixie Raleigh, I n c . ,____d o . . . . . .____ T-2351

store No. 838.

IV-2.30 June 29,1973 Im m ediately.. July 31,1974
IV-2.60 ------do_______ .-...do________Dec. 31,1973
II-1.3 June 27,1973 . . . . . d o „ ______ Do.
IV-2.60 June 28,1973 ............do................Ju ly  1,1974
IV-2.30 June 29,1973 ........do............... Do.
IV-2.30 ........ do___________ do_______  Do.
IV-1.30 — ..d o ___________ do________ Nov. 1,1973

Scotland County

Cox Furniture______________Maxton____ ____ T-2224 IV-2.60 June 27,1973 Im m ediately .. Deo. 31.1973
IV-2.30

Winn-Dixie Raleigh, Inc., Laurinburg____ T-2350 IV-1.30 June 29,1973 ____do_______ Nov; 1,1973
store No. 823.

Waveriy Mills, Inc_______ ,______ do______ __ T-1996 II-2.2 Dec. 14,1972 ____ do________May 1,1973
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

Stanly County

Albemarle Scrap M etals. T-2310 II-2.2 June 29,1973 Im m ediate ly«  Dee. 1,1973
IV-2.30

Surry County

Surry County Board of E du­
cation, Westfield Ele­
m entary School:

CD Open burning- . _
(2) Fuel combustion______

Westfield___
___ do............

___ T-45S6
___T-1556

n -4 .3
II-2.2

Apr. 28,1972 
____do______

Im m ediately.. June 1,1972 
____ do_______ Sept. 1,1973

Lowe’s Food Stores, Inc., Mount Airy __ T-2343

IV-1.10
II-5.2
IV-2.40
n - i.3 June 28,1973 ____do_______ Apr. 30,1974

store No. 11.
Oxo Manufacturing Cq__ __ Monroe. __ T-2307 II-2.60 June 29,1973 ------ d o . . . .____ Dec. 31,1973

Swain County

Consolidated Furniture In ­
dustries.

Bryson C ity.. . . .  T-2169 n - 2.2
11-6:2
IV-2.60

Mar. 2,1973 Im m ediately.. Dec. 31,1978

Vance County

V ance'County-Board of E d­
ucation, L..B. Yancey.

H enderson... . . .  T-1734 n - 2.2
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

■fune 9^1972 Im m ediately .. Sept. 30,1973
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Source
Perm it Regula- D ate of Effective Final

Location No. tions adoption date compliance
involved date

Wake County

Beckanna A partm ents______ Raleigh_________T-2287
Carolina Culvert M anufac-____do_________ T-2294

turing, Inc.

E bB , Inc., E M E D ______ , _______d o .._______ T-2381

Raleigh Public Schools:
(a) Barbee School_____________ do_________ T-2252

(b) Eliza Poole School_________ do...................T-225I

N orth Carolina State D e p a r t-__ ..d o _______  T-2387
m ent of Correction, Cen­
tral Prison:

(a) Pa in t manufacturing___
(b) -License painting______ ____ do______ . . .  T-2387.

Rex Hospital_________________ . . .d o ----------   T-2291
Wake Memorial H ospital..________do---------------T-2297

Wake County O pportun ities,____do--------------- T-2288
Inc.

Wenco Furniture C o ..______ Wendell__ _____ T-2292

Winn-Dixie Raleigh, Inc., Zebulon-------- — T-2369
store No. 846.

Winn-Dixie Raleigh, Inc.:
. Raleigh___ ____T-2363

(b) Store No. 853_________ T-2362
(c) Store No. 854________ _ . . T-2361
(d) Store No. 857___ _____ T-2360
(e) Store No. 858__________ T-2368
(f) Store No.. 859............... ____T-2367
(g) Store No. 864_________ ..... T-2366

Panels, I n c . . . _____________ . . .  T-2100

do____ ___ T-2114
Westinghouse Electric Corp., 

Westinghouse Meter Divi­
sion.

- — -do_____ ____T-2153

IV-1.30 June 28,1973 Im m ediately .. Dec. 30,1973
II-2.2 ____do______ ____ do----------- Jan. 31,1974
II-5.2
IV-2.30
IV-2.60
IÏ-2.2
II-5.2
IV-2.30
IV-2.40

June 29,1973 ____do_______ Dec. 31,1973

II-2.2
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

June 27,1973 ____do— ____ Sept. 30,1973

II-2.2 ____do______ ____ do_______ Do.
IV-1.10
IV-2.40
IV-2.60 June 29,1973 —— do— _____ June 1,1974

rv-2 .eo -,___do----------------.do..___ . . .  Feb. 1,1974
IV-1.30 June 28,1973 ___ .do..______ Dec. 31,1973
II-2.2 2___do____ -___ .do..______ June 1,1974
IV-1.30
II-2.2 ____do______ ____.do..______ Nov. 1,1973
IV-1.10
IV-2.40
II-2.2 . . „ . d o ___________do_______ Aug. 31,1974
IV-2.00

Oct. 15,1973IV-1.30 June 29,1973 . . . . . .do_______

IV-1.30 ____do__________ .do_____ — Do.
IV-1.30 ____do__________ .do_______ Do.
IV-1.30 ____ do________ —.do_______ Do.
IV-1.30 ____do___ -______ .do_______ Do.
IV-1.30 ____do__________ .do----------- Do.
IV-1.30 ____d o .._________.do_______ Do.
IV-1.30 ____do__________ .do_______ Do.
II-2.2
IV-2.00

Mar. 2,1973 ___ .do— ------ June 1,1973

II-1.3 ____do__________ .do_______ Do.
II-5.2
IV-2.60

____do___-____ —.do—— ____ Sept. 1,1973

Wayne County

Boling Chair Co____________M ount Olive____ T-2214 IV-2.60 June 27,1973 Im m ediately .. Dec. 31,1973

Wilson County

Wilson C ity Board of Educa­
tion: _

(a) M argaret Hearre School. Wilson--------- —  T-809

(b) Woodard School_______ ____ d o ..----------- T-810
Wilson County Board of E du­

cation: _ _____
(a) Sims School___________Sims---------- ------T-963

T-963

(b) Lam m s School_______ _ W ilson..---------- T-964

(c) Barkley Gin Co___ ___ E lm  C ity— —  T-2009

(d) Silver Lake G in   . . . -----do------- *.—  T-2156

(e) Blue Beil, Inc ..................Wilson.............. . T-2097
N orth Carolina H ig h w ay ____d o ..------------T-1862

Commission, Asphalt Mix 
P lant.

II-2.2 Apr. 19,1971 Im m ediate ly .. Sept. 1,1973 
IV-1.10
II-2.2 ____ do.,_________ do______ _ Do.

II-1.3 May 4,1971 ____ d o ..._____ Dec. 31,1972
n -2 .2  _. do_______ ___ do______ _ Dec. 31,1973
IV-1.10
II-1.3  do___________ do________Dec. 81,1972
II-2.2  do______ . . . . . d o ________ Dec. 31,1978
IV-1.10
II-2.2 Mar. 2,1973 ____ do________ Sept. 1,1973
IV-2.30
II-2.2  do___________ do______ Aug. 16,1973
IV-2.30
II-1.3  do___________ do________June 30,1973
II-2.2 Aug. 25,1972 .-._do_________ Dec. 31,1972
IV-1.40

Wilson County

Wallace-Murry Corp., Fiber- Wilson____ ____ T-225Ô
glass Division.

Hardee’s of Wilson, H e rr in g ___do------- --------T-2286
Ave.

Hardee’s of Wilson, T a rb o ro ___d o . . . . . . . . . . . .  T-2285
St.

Winn-Dixie Raleigh, I n c . ,___do— . . . . . -----T-2352
store No. 888.

Kaiser Agriculture____ ________ do— . . . . . -----T-1911

IV-2.60 June 28,1973 Im m ediately.. Mar. 31,1974

II-2.2 . .. .d o . ___do................. Jan. 15,1974
II-5.2
IV-2.30
II-2.2 ï . „ d o ____ . . . .d o ___ Do;
II-5.2
IV-2.3
IV-1.30 June 29,1973 ___do_______ _ Dec. 15,1973

H-2.2 Dec. 11,1972 . . . .d o ___ . . . . . Sept. 1,1973
IV-2.30
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Perm it Regula- D ate o f Effective Final 
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Wilkes County

Lowe’s Food Store, Inc., N orth Wilkes- T-1949 II-1.3 Dec. 12,1972 Im m ediately.. S ep t 1,1973
store No. 5. 

American Drew, Inc.:
boro.

(a) P lan t No. 1___________ T-225S II-2.2
II-5.2
IV-2.30
IV-2.60

June 27,1973 — do.... .......... .. Dec. 31,1973

(b) P lan t No. 2 ____ __ . T-2259 II-2.2
II-5.2
IV-2.30
IV-2.60

..._ d o__ . . . . . ....... dO______ Do.

Key C ity Furniture Co_____ ........do.................... . T-2260 II-2.2
II-5.2
IV-2.30
IV-2.60

— .d o .._____ — do____ . . . . Do.

W. H . MeElwee.......................... T-2272 II-2.2 Jan. 81,1974
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

Phillips Tire Service_______ ___ do.................... T-2277 n - i.3
n - 6.2
IV-2.30

June 28,1973 ___d o ................ Dec. 1,1978

Yancey County

Tri-County Concrete Co.......... Burnsville___ ._ T-2263 II-2.2
IV-2.30

June 27,1973 Im m ediately:. Dec. 31,1973

(b) The compliance schedules for the sources identified below are approved as 
meeting the requirements of § 51.15 and § 51.6 of this chapter. All regulations cited 
are air pollution control regulations of the State.

Alamance County

Alamance Ready-Mix 
crete Co:, Inc.

Acme Feed Mills, Inc

.  T-1951 H-2.2 13,1972

5,1973

Im m ediately .. O c t 31,1973 

........ do...............  Do...........Burlington____ _

rv-i.90
IV-2.30

. T-2035 II-2.2 
IV-2.30

Jan.

Ashe County

Weaver Manufacturing 
Inc.

Co., West Jefferson.. .  T-2163 II-2.2 
IV-2.30

Mar. 2,1973 Im m ediately.. Dec. 31,1973

C hatham  County

Lee Paving Co________ . T-1924 II-2.2 
IV-I.40

Dec. 13,1972 Im m ediately.. Sept. 15,1973

Columbus County

Town of Lake W accamaw Lake
Waccamaw.

T-266 H-1.3 Jan. 8,1971 Im m ediately.. Jan. 1,1974

Johnston County

Overton Co_ . T-1428 II-2.2 
IV-1.10 
IV-2.40

O c t 16,1971 Im m ediately .. Nov. 1,1973

Lincoln County

Cochrane Furniture Co., Inc. Lincoln ton. .... T-2023 H-2.2 
IV-1.10 
IV-2.40

Jan . 5,1973 Im m ediately.. Oct. 30,1973

New Hanover County

Corbett Lum ber Corp 

Exxon Co. (Humble Oil) _________do_________

T-2084 H-2.2 
IV-1.10 

T-2060 IV-2.60

Mar. 2,1973 Im m ediate ly .. Dee. 31,1973

Pender County

C: H . Clark & Son, Inc .. T-265 H-1.3 Jan. 8,1971 Im m ediate ly .. Dec. 81,1973

P it t  County

Town of Farm  ville T-294 II-I.3  
T-228 II-1.3 
T-133 H-1.3.

Jan. 19,1971 
Dee. 28,1970 .

Im m ediately .. Mar. 31,1974
___ do.______  Do.

Do.
Town of Grimesland. 
Town of Fountain
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No. tions 
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Date of 
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Effective
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Final
compliance

date

Richmond County

Standard Foundry & Manu­
facturing Co.

Rockingham. . . .  T-1841 II-2.2 
II-5.2 
IV-2.20 
IV-2.30 
IV-2.40

Ju ly  19,1972 Im m ediately... Feb. 28,1974

Rutherford County

N. C. Display Fixture Co___

Wright Veneer Co., I n c . ..........

Forest C ity . . 

Spindale........

. . .  T-2168 II-2.2 
II-5.2 
IV-2.60

__T-1878 II-2.2
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

Mar. 2,1973 

Apr. 11,1972

Im m ediately.. 

. . . . . d o __ _

. May 31,1974 

. Apr. 1,1974

Wilkes County

Ronda______ . . .  T-2031 II-2.2 Jan. 5,1973 Imm ediately... Apr. 1,1974
IV-1.10
IV-2.40

[FR Doc.74-5971 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

FED ER AL COM M UNICATIONS  
COMMISSION  

[ 47 CFR Parts 2, 83 ]
[Docket No. 19946]
SHIP STATIONS

Proposal Relating to Frequencies;
Correction

In the matter of amendment of Parts
2 and 83—to make available the fre­
quency 157.1 MHz for use by non-Gov- 
ernment ship stations; to require that 
157.1 MHz be fitted in VHF equipment 
first installed in ship stations after 
July 1, 1974; and to designate 156.3 MHz 
for search and rescue communications.

The notice of proposed rule making, 
PCC 74-193, in the above matter, released 
March 6, 1974, and published in the Fed­
eral R egister on March 11, 1974 (39 FR  
9462), is corrected as follows: Paragraph
3 is deleted in its entirety and the follow­
ing paragraph 3 is substituted.

3. Under this proposal, the VHF ship 
station licensee would be required (see 
§ 83.106) to fit the frequencies 156.8, 
156.3 and 157.1 MHz, one or more work­
ing frequencies, and all other frequencies 
necessary for the service of that vessel. 
While we are not proposing that 157.1 
MHz be installed aboard vessels-which 
are currently fitted with **VHF; we 
anticipate that many will install 157.1 
MHz for convenience in communications 
with the United States Coast Guard. The 
frequency 157.1 MHz will be limited in 
usage to communications with U.S. Coast 
Guard coast stations or intership with 
U.S. Coast Guard ship stations. Further, 
use of 157.1 MHz by vessels to com­
municate with the Coast Guard is ex­
pected to substantially reduce the num­
ber of such communications now being 
made on 156.8 MHz. While reduction of 
the loading on 156.8 MHz is highly desir­
able, we would stress that the Commis­
sion is not proposing or amending its 
rules to permit a ship station to shift its 
receiver watch from 156.8 MHz to 157.1

MHz. When a Coast Guard station, either 
ship or coast station, desires to contact a 
non-Government ship station, the Coast 
Guard will normally originate the call on 
156.8 MHz; similarly, a non-Govemment 
ship station will originate calls to a Coast 
Guard station on 156.8 MHz. .

Released: March 13, 1974.
Federal Communications 

Commission,
[seal! Vincent J. Mullins,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-6395 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

FED ER AL TR AD E COMMISSION
[ 16 CFI* Part 303 ]
[Docket No. 206-14]

FIBER PRODUCTS IDENTIFICATION 
Special Types of Products

Notice of proposed amendment of 
§ 303.10, Fiber content of special types of 
products, to Cover Certain Graft Copoly­
mer Man-made Fibers (Toyobo Co., Ltd., 
Applicant).

On February 2, 1971, To. ¿bo Co., Ltd., 
a corporation of Japan with principal 
offices at 8 Dojima Hamadori, 2 Chome, 
Kita-Ku, Osaka, Japan, filed an applica­
tion pursuant to § 303.8 (16 CFR 303.8) 
of the rules and regulations under the 
Textile Fiber Products Identification Act, 
72 Stat. 1717, et seq., 79 Stat. 124, 15 
U.S.C. 70, et seq. (hereinafter referred to 
as “Act”) , requesting that 16 CFR 303.7, 
setting forth generic names and defini­
tions of manufactured textile fibers, be 
amended by adding thereto a new generic 
name .and definition to cover its fiber 
called “Chinon” or “K-6.” According to 
the application the fiber is comprised of 
about 30 percent by weight of casein 
which has been chemically modified by 
the grafting thereon of vinyl monomers, 
including acrylonitrile. The new generic 
definition proposed by applicant is as fol­
lows:

A manufactured fiber in which the fiber­
forming substance is a graft copolymer of 
protein and vinyl monomers, the protein 
comprising 25 to 60 percent by weight of the 
fiber and the vinyl monomers comprising 40 
to 75 percent by weight, at least one half the 
vinyl monomers by weight comprising 
acrylonitrile.

By letter of April 5, 1971, the Com­
mission assigned to applicant’s fiber the 
temporary designation “TO-0001,” in ac­
cordance with § 303.8 (16 CFR 303.8) of 
the Commission’s rules and regulations 
under the Act.

On February 25, 1972, a notice of pro­
posed rule making was issued by the 
Commission in this proceeding and sub­
sequently published in the Federal R eg­
ister at 37 FR 4725. Such notice an­
nounced that the Commission was con­
sidering matters raised by the applica­
tion and that interested parties could 
participate by submitting their views, 
arguments, or other pertinent data, in 
writing, to the Commission.

Applicant has provided the following 
description of its fiber.

* * * [T]he new fiber is prepared as de­
scribed in * * * U.S. Patent 3,104,154 [Sept. 
17, 1963] * * * issued to Toyo Spinning Co., 
Ltd., applicant’s previous name. The process 
for making the fiber involves dissolving in 
zinc chloride solution casein, a naturally 
occurring protein found in milk, and vinyl 
monomers which are predominantly acrylo­
nitrile. The vinyl monomers are then polym­
erized in' the solution to form a graft co­
polymer i.e. chains of the vinyl polymer 
project from protein molecules and together 
constitute a single polymeric mass which is 
in solution and which is extruded to form 
filaments.

The resulting filaments are a chemical hy­
brid, i.e. they are neither protein nor acrylic 
fiber. Thus, the product is not a mixture of 
the two materials and it is not possible to 
isolate or even to regenerate by chemical 
means the protein portion and the vinyl or 
acrylonitrile monomer portion, i.e. the chem­
ical reaction involved is irreversible.

In the final fiber about 25-60 percent by 
weight comes from the initial protein, and 
about 40-75 percent from vinyl monomer 
units of which at least one-half by weight 
are acrylonitrile units.

The only party (other than applicant) 
who made submittals in this proceeding 
as E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co., Inc. 
Du Pont recommended that paragraph 
(g) of § 303.7, the azlon definition, be 
amended to include applicant’s fiber and 
that paragraph (b) thereof, the moda- 
crylic definition, be amended to exclude 
the fiber.

After a thorough study of this matter, 
it has been tentatively determined by 
the Commission that TO-0001 should, 
for purposes of the Act and regulations 
thereunder, be designated in terms of 
what it is, i.e., a graft copolymer of azlon 
and acrylic (or azlon and modacrylic, if 
the acrylonitrile monomers of the vinyl 
component are less than 85 percent, but 
more than 35 percent by weight of such 
component), rather than by a new ge­
neric name. Therefore, the Commission 
proposes that a new paragraph, para­
graph (d), be added to § 303.10 [16 CFR 
303.101 so as generally to extend the 
coverage of this section to fibers com-
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posed of graft copolymers. The proposed 
new paragraph reads as follows:
§ 303.10 Fiber content o f special types 

o f  products.
* * * * *

(d) (1) Where a manufactured textile 
fiber is essentially a graft copolymer, 
the components of which, if appearing as 
separate fibers, would each fall within 
different existing definitions of textile 
fibers as set forth in § 303.7, the fiber 
content disclosure as to such fiber shall, 
for all purposes under these rules and 
the Act, (i) disclose that it is a graft co­
polymer fiber, (ii) set out the compo­
nents contained in the fiber by appro­
priate generic names specified in § 303.7 
in order of their predominance by weight, 
and (iii) set out the respective percent­
ages of such components by weight.

(2) Examples of proper fiber content 
designations under this paragraph are:

100% Graft Fiber 
(70% Acrylic, 30% Azlon)
80% Graft Fiber (70% Acrylic, 30% 

Azlon)
15% Polyester 
5% Rayon

Interested parties may participate in 
this proceeding by submitting in writing 
on or before May 20, 1974, their views, 
arguments,, or other pertinent data to the 
Division of Special Statutes, Bureau of 
Consumer Protection, Federal Trade 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20580.

This action is taken pursuant to sec­
tion 7(c) of the Act, 72 Stat. 1721, 15 
U.S.C. 70e(c) , in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 
553 and Subpart B of Part 1 of the Com­
mission’s procedures and rules of prac­
tice, 16 CFR-1.11, et seq.

By direction of the Commission, dated 
March 12, 1974.

[seal] Charles A. T obin,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6313 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

PO STAL SERVICE
[ 39 CFR Part 777 ]

Relocation Assistance Procedures
In order to facilitate and promote 

compliance on a voluntary basis with 
the requirements of Titles I and II of the 
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real 
Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 
(Public Law 91-646, 84 Stat. 1894; 42 
U.S.C. 4601-38 (1970)), the Postal Serv­
ice has proposed regulations to be used 
by all elements of the Service in provid­
ing relocation assistance for persons dis­
placed as a result of Postal Service facil­
ity programs.

Interested persons are invited to sub­
mit such written comments and sugges­
tions concerning the proposed regula­
tions as they *may desire. Communica­
tions should identify the subject matter 
by the above title and should be sub­
mitted on or before May 15, 1974, in 
duplicate to Director, Office of Real Es­
tate, Real Estate and Buildings Depart­
ment, Room 7575, 475 L’Enfant Plaza 
West, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20260. The 
proposals contained in this notice may

be changed in light of the comments 
received.

Following are the specific regulations 
proposed by the Postal Service. It is 
planned to codify the regulations under 
a new Part 777 in Subchapter K of Title 
39, Code of Federal Regulations, when 
they are adopted.

R oger P. Craig, 
Deputy General Counsel.

Accordingly, it is proposed to amend 
the regulations of the Postal Service as 
follows: In 39 CFR, Part 777 is added to 
Subchapter K, Special Regulations and 
reads as follows:

PART 777— RELOCATION ASSISTANCE 
PROCEDURES

Sec.
777.1 Purpose and policy.
777.2 General procedures.
777.3 Information on relocation assistance.
777.4 Definitions.
777.5 Project development.
777.6 Moving and related expenses.
777.7 Replacement housing payments for

owner-occupants.
777.8 Replacement housing payments for

non-eligible owner-occupants.
777.9 Replacement housing payments for

tenants and certain others.
777.10 Relocation assistance advisory serv­

ices.
777.11 Appeals.

Attthoritt: 39 U.S.C. 401.
§ 777.1 Purpose and policy.

(a) The purpose of these regulations is 
to establish policy guidance for imple­
mentation of titles I and n  of the Uni­
form Relocation Assistance and Real 
Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 
(Public Law 91-646; 84 Stat. 1894; 42 
U.S.C. 4601-38 (1970) )', hereinafter refer­
red to as the Act, to assure prompt and 
equitable relocation assistance for per­
sons displàced as a result of United States 
Postal Service facility programs. Regula­
tions pertaining to Title HI of the Act 
which relate to uniform real property ac­
quisition policies are set forth in section 
18, Postal Contracting Manual, Publica­
tion 41. All references herein to sections 
or subsections are references to sections 
to subsections of this regulation, unless 
otherwise noted.

(1?) To the extent that the Act is a 
Federal law “dealing with public or Fed­
eral contracts, property, works * * * 
budgets or funds” within the meaning of 
39 U.S.C. 410(a), it and any Executive 
Orders or other regulations based upon 
it are inapplicable to the exercise of the 
powers of the Postal Service. However, it 
is the policy of the Postal Service to 
comply voluntarily with the Act, orders 
and regulations to the extent practical 
and feasible, consistent with the public 
interest and fulfillment of the primary 
mission of the Postal Service.

(c) The rules, policies, and procedures 
contained herein are intended to estab­
lish means to provide relocation services 
and payments for replacement housing 
and moving and incidental expenses in 
order that individuals do not suffer dis­
proportionate injuries as a result of pro­
grams designed for the benefit of the pub­
lic as a whole.

(d) The regulations embodied in this

part, adopted in furtherance of the policy 
of voluntary compliance, shall not be 
deemed to be a consent to suit by a party 
outside the Postal Service and are not 
enforceable against the Postal Service 
by such a party. No party outside the 
Postal Service is authorized to use non- 
compliance with these regulations against 
the Postal Service in any manner.
§ 777.2 General procedures.

Procedures, policies and forms pre­
scribed in Section 18 of the Postal Con­
tracting Manual relating to the acquisi­
tion of real property and interests therein 
will be followed, except as they are modi­
fied by this regulation.

(a) A written notice of displacement 
must be given to each individual, family, 
business, or farm operation to be dis­
placed. Such notice shall be served per­
sonally or by registered mail at the ear­
liest possible time.

(b) In order to qualify for benefits 
under Title II of the Act, as a displaced 
person, either of two conditions must be 
fulfilled:

(1) The person must have moved (or 
moved his personal property) as a result 
of the receipt of a written notice to va­
cate which notice may have been given 
before or after initiation of negotiations 
for acquisition of the property as pre­
scribed by regulations. (When negotia­
tions are initiated prior to issuance of a 
written notice, all persons contacted 
should be advised that the benefits of the 
Act are available only when the person 
moves subsequent to receipt of a written 
notice); or

(2) The subject real property must, in 
fact, have been acquired, and the person 
must have moved as a result of its ac­
quisition (except in those instances cov­
ered by sections 217 and 219 of the Act). 
A move made after acceptance of an offer 
to sell (contract of purchase) but before 
closing is a move made as the result of 
acquisition of subject property.

(c) In addition, certain of the benefits 
provided by Title II of the Act are avail­
able as follows:

(1) Whenever the acquisition of, or no­
tice to move from, real property used for 
a business or farm operation causes any 
person to move from the other real prop­
erty used for his dwelling, or to move his 
personal property from such other real 
property, such person may receive the 
benefits provided by sections 202(a) and
(b) and 205 of the Act.

(2) If it is determined that any person 
occupying property immediately adja­
cent to the real property acquired is 
caused substantial economic injury be­
cause of the acquisition, such person may 
receive advisory services under section 
205(c) of the Act.

(d) Contracts or options to purchase 
real property shall not incorporate pro­
visions for making payments for reloca­
tion costs and related costs in Title n  of 
the Act. Appraisers shall not give con­
sideration to, nor include in their real 
property appraisals, any allowances for 
the benefits provided by Title n . In the 
event of condemnation the estimated 
compensation shall be determined solely
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on the basis of the appraised value of 
the real property with no consideration 
being given to or reference contained 
therein to the payments to be made 
under Title II of the Act. Insofar as 
practicable, a person negotiating for the 
acquisition of real property will not ne­
gotiate tiie relocation benefits to which 
a displaced person may be entitled.

(e) Applications for benefits under the 
Act must be made within 18 months from 
the date on which the displaced person 
moves from the real property acquired or 
to be acquired. The Contracting Officer 
may extend this period upon a proper 
showing of good cause.

(f) A displaced person who makes 
proper application will be paid promptly 
after a move and, in hardship cases, as 
determined by the Contracting Officer, an 
advance of funds may be authorized. 
Final settlement will be adjusted accord­
ingly.

(g) The provisions of the Act apply to 
the acquisition of all real. property for, 
and the relocation of, all persons dis­
placed by Postal Service projects.

(h) Relocation benefits under title II 
of the Act available in leasehold cases 
depend upon the circumstances under 
which the leasing action takes place. In 
cases where the Postal Service initiates 
action to lease a specific property, all per­
tinent provision of title n  of the Act 
apply to both owners and tenants. In 
cases where the owner voluntarily offers 
Tils property for lease to the Postal Serv­
ice or in response to any open advertise­
ment by the Postal Service, any tenants 
who are displaced are entitled to benefits 
under title II of the Act. The owner in 
such a case is not entitled to title II 
benefits.

(i) The Director, Office of Real Estate, 
shall provide for the periodic review of 
all programs for which he is responsible 
to insure compliance with the provisions 
of titles n  and i n  of the Act.
§ 777.3  Information on relocation as­

sistance.
The Contracting Officer shall insure 

that the public receives adequate knowl­
edge of programs involving relocations 
and that persons to be displaced be fully 
informed, at the earliest possible time, of 
such matters as the relocation payments 
and assistance available; the specific 
plans and procedures for assuring that 
suitable replacement housing will be 
available for homeowners and tenants, 
in advance of displacement; the eligibil-, 
ity requirements and procedures for ob­
taining such payments and assistance; 
and the right of administrative review 
of appeal in accordance with § 777.11.
§ 777.4  Definitions.

For the purposes of these instructions 
the following items are defined:

(a) “The Act'* means the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, P.L. 
91-646.

(b) The term “Contracting Officer” 
means the Postal Service official author­
ized to acquire real property in question 
and to administer the associated reloca­
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tion program. Such term includes a duly 
appointed successor or authorized repre­
sentative.

(c) The term “person” means any in­
dividual, partnership, corporation, or 
association.

(d) The term “displaced person” 
means any person or family who, on or 
after January 2, 1971, moves from real 
property or moves his personal property 
from real property as a result of:
- (1) Postal Service acquisition of such 

property in whole or in part; or 
v (2) Receiving a written notice to va­
cate from the Postal Service.

(e) A “family” means two or more 
individuals who are related by blood, 
adoption, marriage, or legal guardian­
ship who live together as a family unit. 
If the Contracting Officer considers that 
circumstances warrant, others who live 
together as a family unit may be treated 
as if they were a family for the purpose 
of determining benefits under Title II 
of the Act.

(f) The term “business” means any 
lawful activity, excepting a farm opera­
tion, conducted primarily—

Cl) For the purchase, sale, lease or 
rental of personal or real property, or for 
the manufacture, processing, storage or 
marketing of products, commodities, or 
any other personal property;

(2) For the sale of services to the 
public;

(3) By a non-profit organization, or
(4) Solely for the purpose of § 777.6(e) 

of these regulations for assisting in the 
purchase, sale, resale, manufacture, 
processing, or marketing of products, 
commodities, personal property or serv­
ices, by the erection and maintenance of 
an outdoor advertising display or dis­
plays, whether or not such display or 
displays are located on the premises mi 
Which any of the above activities are 
conducted.

(g) The term “farm operation” means 
any activity conducted solely or primarily 
for the production of one or more agri­
culture products or commodities, includ­
ing timber, for sale or home use, and 
customarily producing such products or 
commodities in sufficient quantity to be 
capable of contributing materially to the 
operator’s support.

(h) The term “mortgage” means sucli 
classes of liens as are commonly given to 
secure advances on, or the unpaid pur­
chase price of real property, under the 
laws of the State in which the real 
property is located, together with the 
credit instruments, if any, secured 
thereby.

(i) The term “comparable replacement 
dwelling” means one which is :

(1) Decent, safe and sanitary.
(2) When compared to the dwelling 

being taken, functionally equivalent and 
substantially the same with respect to:

(i) Number of rooms,
(ii) Area of living space,
(iii) Age,
(iv) State of repairs.
(3) Open to all persons regardless of 

race, color, religion, sex, or national 
origin and consistent wth the require­
ments of the Civil Rights Act of 1964

t, VOL. 39, NO. 55— WEDNESDAY,

and of title VIII of the Civil Rights Act 
of 1968,

(4) In areas not generally less desir­
able than the dwelling to be acquired in 
regard to:

(i) Public utilities,
(ii) Public and commercial facilities.
(5) Reasonably accessible to the dis­

placed person’s place of employment.
(6) A v a i la b le  o n  th e  m a rk e t  to  th e  d is ­

p la c e d  p e rso n .
(7) Within the financial means of the 

displaced family or individual.
(j) The term “initiation of negotia­

tion” for a property means the date of 
the first personal contact by the Postal 
Service representative with the owner 
or his representative where price was 
discussed. !

XL) The term “decent, safe and sani­
tary” where applied to a dwelling means 
one which :r: in sound, clean and weather- 
tight condition, and which meets ap­
plicable State and local building, plumb­
ing*, electrical, housing and occupancy 
codes and similar ordinances and regula­
tions. Where the local codes do not con­
tain minimum standards or where the 
standards are inadequate, the following 
criteria may be used by the Contracting 
Officer in determining if a dwelling unit 
is decent, safe and sanitary;

(1) A housekeeping unit must include 
a kitchen with fully usable sink; a stove, 
or connection for same; a separate com­
plete bathroom; hot and cold running 
water in both the bath and kitchen; an 
adequate and safe wiring system for 
lighting and other electrical services; and 
heating as required by climatic condi­
tions and local codes.

(2) A nonhousekeeping unit is one 
which meets local code standards for 
boarding houses or other congregate 
living. As a minimum it must include 
complete bathroom facilities with hot 
and cold running water which provides 
privacy, including a door that can be 
locked if such facilities are separate from 
the unit; an adequate and safe wiring 
system for lighting and other electrical 
services; and heating as required by 
climatic conditions and local codes.

(l) “Dwelling” means the place of per­
manent or customary and usual abode 
of a person or persons. It includes a sin­
gle-family building, a one-family unit in 
a multi-family building; a unit of con­
dominium, or cooperative housing proj­
ect; a mobile home, or any other resi­
dential unit. Part-time and seasonal 
homes are not included.

(m) “Owner” means a person who 
holds fee title, a life estate, a 99-year 
lease, or an interest in a cooperative 
housing project which includes the right 
of occupancy of a dwelling unit, or is 
the contract purchaser of any such 
estates or interests, or who is possessed 
of such other proprietary interest in the 
property a'cquired as, in the judgment of 
the Contracting Officer, warrants con­
sideration as ownership. In the case of 
one who has succeeded to any of the fore­
going interests by devise, bequest, in­
heritance, or operation of law, the tenure 
of ownership, not occupancy, of the suc-
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ceeding owner shall include the tenure 
of the preceding owner.

(n) Section 205(c) (3) of the Act re­
quires that the replacement dwelling is 
within the financial means of the dis­
placed individual or family. In making 
this determination, the average monthly 
rental or housing cost (e.g., monthly 
mortgage payments, insurance for the 
dwelling unit, property taxes, and other 
reasonable recurring related expenses) 
which the displaced person will be re­
quired to pay, in general, should not ex­
ceed 25 percent of the monthly gross in­
come or the present ratio of housing pay­
ment to the income of the displaced 
family or individual, including supple­
mental payments made by public agen­
cies.

(o) “Economic rent” is the amount of 
rent a displaced tenant would have had 
to pay for a comparable dwelling unit 
in an area similar to the neighborhood 
in which the dwelling unit to be acquired 
is located.
§ 777.5 Project development.

(a) Availability. The Postal Service 
will not proceed with a phase of any 
project, which phase will cause the dis­
placement of any person, until it has 
been determined with a reasonable period 
of time prior to displacement that there 
will be available to the persons displaced 
comparable replacement dwellings. This 
determination or assurance shall be based 
on a current survey and analysis of avail­
able replacement housing.

(b) Waiver. The determination re­
quired by § 777.5(a) may be waived only 
in emergency or other extraordinary 
situations where immediate possession of 
real property is of crucial importance. 
The determination of emergency will be 
made by Headquarters, after receipt of 
appropriate findings and recommenda­
tion for the necessity of the waiver by the 
General Manager, Regional Real Estate 
Division.
§ 777.6 Moving and related expenses.

(a) Moving expense. Any displaced 
person, upon application, may receive 
payments for the actual reasonable ex­
penses in moving himself, his family, 
business, farm operation or other per­
sonal property subject to the limitations 
in paragraph (a) (2) of this section and 
the exclusions in paragraph (c) of this 
section. A person who lives on his busi­
ness or farm property may be eligible for 
both moving and related expenses as a 
dwelling occupant in addition to being 
eligible for payment with respect to dis­
placement from a business or farm op­
eration.

(1) The following moving expenses will 
be allowed:

(i) Transportation of individuals, fam­
ilies, and personal property from the ac­
quired site, not to exceed a distance of 50 
miles, except where the Contracting Of­
ficer determines that relocation beyond 
the 50-mile area is justified.

(ii) Packing, crating, and uncrating of 
personal property.

(iii) Advertising for packing, crating, 
uncrating and transportation when the

Contracting Officer determines that it is 
necessary.

(iv) Storage of personal property for 
a period generally not to exceed twelve 
months when the Contracting Officer de­
termines that storage is necessary in con­
nection with relocation.

(v) Insurance premiums covering loss 
and damage of personal property while in 
storage or transit.

(vi) Removal, reinstallation and re­
establishment, including such modi­
fication as deemed necessary by the 
Contracting Officer, of machinery, equip­
ment, appliances and other items, not 
acquired as real property, including re­
connection of utilities, and which were 
not acquired by the Postal Service. Prior 
to payment of any expenses for removal 
and reinstallation of such property, the 
displaced person shall be required to 
state in writing that the property is per­
sonalty and that the Postal Service is 
released from any payment for the 
property.

(vii) Property lost, stolen, or dam­
aged, (not caused by the fault or negli­
gence of the displaced person, his agents 
or employees) in the process of moving, 
where insurance to cover such loss or 
damage is not commercially available.

(viii) Such other reasonable expenses 
which in the opinion of the Contracting 
Officer were necessarily incurred by the 
displaced person.

(2) The following items are limita­
tions on moving and related expenses:

(i) When the displaced person accom­
plishes the move himself, the amount 
of payment shall not exceed the esti­
mated cost of moving commercially. The 
moving cost to the displaced person .«¡hail 
be supported by receipted bills or other 
proof of expenses incurred.

(ii) When an item of personal prop­
erty which is used in connection with 
any business or farm operation is not 
moved but sold and promptly replaced 
with a comparable item, and the business 
or farm operation is re-established, re­
imbursement shall not exceed the re­
placement cost, minus the proceeds re­
ceived from the sale, or the cost of 
moving the item, whichever is less.

(iii) When personal property which is 
used in connection with any business or 
farm operation to be moved is of low 
value and high bulk, and the cost of 
moving would be disproportionate in re­
lation to value in the judgment of the 
Contracting Officer, the allowable reim­
bursement for the expense of moving the 
personal property shall not exceed the 
difference between the amount which 
would have been received for such item 
on liquidation and the cost of replacing 
the same with a comparable item flvn.ii- 
able on the market. This provision will 
be applicable in the case of moving of 
junk yards, stockpiled sand, gravel, min­
erals, metals and similar types of per­
sonal property.

(b) Actual direct losses by business or 
farm operation. Any displaced person, 
upon application, may receive payments 
for actual direct losses of tangible per­
sonal property as a result of moving or 
discontinuing a business or farm opera-

tion, subject to the exclusions in para­
graph (c) of this section and with a 
limitation to be determined by the Con­
tracting Officer subject to the following 
criteria:

(1) When the displaced person does 
not move personal property, he shall be 
required to make a bona fide effort to 
sell it, and will be reimbursed for the rea­
sonable sale costs incurred.

(2) When personal property is sold 
and the business or farm operation re­
established, the displaced person is en­
titled to the payment provided in para­
graph (a) (2) (ii) of this section.

(3) When the business or farm opera­
tion is discontinued, the displaced per­
son is entitled to the differences between 
the in place value of the personal prop­
erty and the sale proceeds, or the esti­
mated cost of moving 50 miles, whichever 
is less.

(4) When the personal property is 
abandoned, the displaced person is en­
titled to payment for the difference be­
tween the in place value and the amount 
which would have been received from the 
sale of the item, or the cost of moving 50 
miles, whichever is less.

(c) Exclusions from moving expenses 
and losses. The following items shall not 
be included in determining moving ex­
penses or losses of personal property:

(1) Additional expenses incurred be­
cause of living in a new location.

(2) Cost of moving structures, im­
provements or other real property in 
which the displaced person reserved 
ownership.

(3) Improvements to the replacement 
site, except when required by law.

(4) Interest on loans to cover moving 
expenses.

(5) Loss of goodwill.
(6) Loss of profits.
(7) Loss of trained employees.
(8) Personal injury.
(9) Cost of preparing the application 

for moving and related expenses.
(10) Cost of searching for a new 

dwelling.
(11) Such other items as the Con­

tracting Officer determines should be 
excluded.

(d) Expenses in searching for replace- 
ment business or farm. Any displaced 
person, upon application, may receive 
payments for actual reasonable expenses 
in searching for replacement business or 
farm.

(1) To be allowed, (i) Actual travel 
costs.

(ii) Costs for meals and lodging away 
from home.

(iii) Time spent in searching at the 
rate of the displaced person’s salary or 
earnings, but not to exceed $10 per hour.

(iv) Broker, realtor, or other profes­
sional fees to locate a replacement busi­
ness or farm operation, when the Con­
tracting Officer determines it is neces­
sary and authorizes such fees in writing 
prior to their incurrence. t

(2) Limitation. The total amount 
which a displaced person may be paid for 
searching expenses shall not exceed $500, 
unless the Contracting Officer determines
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that a greater amount is justified based 
on the circumstances involved.

(e) Payment in lieu of moving and re­
lated expenses—(1) Dwellings. Any dis­
placed person eligible for payments 
under paragraph (a) of this section may 
apply to receive a moving expense allow­
ance not to exceed $?00 and a dislocation 
allowance of $200 in lieu of the payments 
authorized by paragraph (a) of this 
section. Acceptance of such allowance 
shall constitute a waiver of the payments 
authorized by that section,

(1) The moving expense allowance will 
be based on the maving allowance sched­
ule maintained by the State Highway 
Department of the St°te concerned. The 
General Manager, Real Estate Division, 
of each Region will maintain the current 
moving allowance schedules of the States 
within the region.

(ii) Where there are no State highway 
department schedules, the Contracting 
Officer may join with other Federal 
agencies, if any, causing displacement in 
the locale in the development of a single 
moving expense schedule for the use of 
all displacing agencies.

(iii) A displaced person who elects to 
receive a moving expense allowance based 
on a schedule shell be paid under the 
schedule used in the jurisdiction in which 
the displacement occurs, regardless of 
where he relocates,

(iv) Only one dislocation allowance 
will be paid per dwelling unit regardless 
of the number of persons or families in  
occupancy.

(2) Business and form overation. Any 
displaced person eligible for payments 
under paragraph (a) of this section who 
is displaced from his place of business or 
from his farm operation may apply to 
receive a fixed payment in an amount 
equal to the average annual net earnings 
of the business or farm operation, except 
that payment shall not be less than 
$2,500 nor more than $10,000, in lieu of 
the payments authorized by paragraphs
(a), (b), and (d) of this section and 
subject to the following conditions:

(i) A business, in order to qualify as 
displaced person for payment under this 
Section, must contribute at least % of 
the average annual total gross to the 
income of the displaced owner. This 
standard eliminates those part-time 
family occupations which do not con­
tribute materially to a displaced person's 
income.

(ii) Loss of existing patronage. No 
fixed payment to a business can be made 
unless the Contracting Officer determines 
that the business cannot be relocated 
without a substantial loss of existing 
patronage, and that it is not a part of a 
commercial enterprise having at least 
one other establishment engaged in a 
similar business not being acquired. Such 
determination shall be made by the Con­
tracting Officer only after consideration 
of all pertinent circumstances, including 
the following factors;

(A) The type of business conducted 
by the displaced concern.

(B) The nature of the clientele of the 
displaced concern.

(C) The relative importance of the 
present and proposed location to the 
displaced business and the availability 
of a suitable replacement location for the 
displaced business.

(iii) Average annual net earnings as 
used herein means one-half of any net 
earnings of the business or farm opera­
tion, before Federal, State and local in­
come taxes, during .the two taxable years 
immediately preceding the taxable year 
in which the displacement occurs or dur­
ing such other period as the Contracting 
Officer determines to be more equitable 
for establishing such earnings and in­
cludes any compensation paid by the 
business or farm operation to the owner, 
his spouse, or his dependents during such 
period. Income derived from capital gains 
resulting from liquidation in anticipa­
tion of Postal Service acquisition should 
be excluded. Normal capital gains may 
be included as a part of earnings if the 
gain occurred as a normal incident to the 
business or farm operation. If a business 
or farm operation has no net earnings 
or has suffered losses during the period 
used in the computation, it may never­
theless receive the $2,500 minimum 
payment.

(iv) Where a non-profit organization 
is displaced, no payment* shah be made 
until after Contracting Officer has 
determined:

(A) That the non-profit organization 
cannot be relocated without a substantial 
loss of its existing patronage. The term 
“existing patronage” as used here means 
the persons, community or clientele 
served or affected by the activities of the 
non-profit organization.

(B) That the non-profit organization 
is not part of a commercial enterprise 
having at least one other establishment 
not being acquired which is engaged in 
the same or similar activity. This restric­
tion shall not apply to such organizations 
that customarily serve through multiple 
locations within a general area, for ex­
ample chinches.

(v) Farms—partial acquisition. In the 
case where an entire farm operation is 
not acquired, this payment shall be made 
only if the Contracting Officer determines 
that the farm met the definition of a 
farm operation prior to the acquisition 
and that the property remaining after 
the acquisition can no longer meet the 
definition of a farm operation.
§ 777.7 Replacement housing payments 

for owner-occupants.
(a) In addition to other payments au­

thorized by these regulations an addi­
tional payment, not in excess of $15,000 
shall be made, upon application, to any 
displaced person who is displaced from a 
dwelling actually owned and occupied by 
such displaced person for not less than 
one hundred and eighty days prior to the 
initiation of negotiations for the acqui­
sition of the property. A displaced owner- 
occupant who is determined to be ineligi­
ble for payment under this Section may 
be eligible for a payment under § 777.8. 
The payment will include the following 
elements:

(1) The amount, if any, which rep­
resents the difference between the acqui­
sition price of the acquired dwelling and 
the reasonable cost of a comparable re­
placement dwelling.

(2) The amount, if any, which will 
compensate the displaced owner-occu­
pant for any increased interest costs in 
acquiring the comparable replacement 
dwelling.

(3) Actual costs reasonably incurred 
incident to the purchase of the replace­
ment dwelling.

(b) The additional payment author­
ized shall be made only to such displaced 
person who purchases and occupies a re­
placement dwelling which is decent, safe, 
and sanitary not later than the end of
(1) one year from the date he is given 
final payment of all costs for the ac­
quired dwelling, or (2) on the date which 
he moves from the acquired dwelling, 
whichever is the later date.

(c) A displaced person may, in lieu of 
purchasing a comparable decent, safe 
and sanitary replacement dwelling, con­
tract for the rehabilitation of an exist­
ing dwelling purchased bv him. contract 
for the purchase of a dwelling to be con­
structed on a site provided by a builder 
or developer or contract for the con­
struction of a dwelling on a site which 
he owns or acquires for that puroose. If 
the date of completion of rehabilitation 
of construction of a replacement dwell­
ing is delayed, for reasons not within the 
reasonable control of the displaced 
person, beyond the time required for 
eligibility for payment, the Contracting 
Officer may determine the date of occu­
pancy as the date the displaced person 
enters into a contract for such rehabili­
tation and construction, or for the 
purchase,

(d) Computation of replacement hous­
ing payment. The Contracting Officer 
may establish the amount necessary to 
purchase à comparable replacement 
dwelling bv the use. of a schedule or by 
a comparative method.

(1) Schedule method. The Contracting 
Officer may establish a schedule of 
reasonable acquisition cost for compara­
ble replacement dwellings in the various 
types of dwellings required and available 
on the private market. The schedule will 
be based on a current analysis of the 
market sufficient to determine an amount 
for each type of dwelling required. When 
more than one Federal agenev is causing 
the displacement in a community or 
an area, the Postal Service may cooperate 
with other agencies on the rnehod for 
computing the replacement housing pay­
ment and may use the uniform schedules 
of housing in the community or areas 
developed by such cooperation.

(21 Comparative method. The Con­
tracting Officer may determine the eco­
nomic price of a comparable replacement 
dwelling by selecting a dwelling or dwell­
ings most representative of the dwelling 
unit acquired, available to the displaced 
person and which meets the definition of 
comparable replacement dwelling. Ask­
ing prices are to be adjusted to reflect ac­
tual market sales experience. A single
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dwelling shall only be used when addi­
tional comparable dwellings are not 
available.

(3) When neither of the above meth­
ods is feasible, the Contracting Officer 
shall develop criteria for computing the 
payment.

(e) Limitations. The amount estab­
lished as the differential payment for the 
replacement housing establishes the up­
per limit of this portion of the replace­
ment housing payment.

(1) If the displaced person voluntarily 
purchases and occupies a decent, safe 
and sanitary dwelling at a price less than 
the reasonable acquisition cost of com­
parable replacements dwellings, the dif­
ferential payment will be that amount 
required to pay the difference between 
the acquisition price of the acquired 
dwelling and the actual purchase price 
of the replacement dwelling.

(2) If the displaced person voluntarily 
purchases and occupies a decent, safe 
and sanitary dwelling at a price less 
than the acquisition price of the acquired 
dwelling, no differential housing payment 
will be made.

(3) If a displaced person voluntarily 
purchases and occupies a decent, safe 
and sanitary dwelling at a price greater 
than the reasonable acquisition cost of 
comparable replacement dwellings, the 
differential payment Mil be limited to 
the difference between the amount of a 
comparable replacement dwelling and 
the acquisition price of the acquired 
dwelling.

(4) If the acquired dwelling is located 
on a tract larger than typical for resi­
dential use in the area, the maximum 
differential replacement housing amount 
payable is the market value of a com­
parable replacement dwelling on a tract 
typical for the area, less the market 
value of the dwelling at the present lo­
cation on a homesite typical in size for 
residential use in the area.

(5) If the acquired dwelling is located 
on a tract where the use is established to 
be higher and better than residential use, 
the maximum replacement housing 
amount payable is the market value of a 
comparable replacement dwelling on a 
tract typical for residential use in. the 
area, less the market value of the ac­
quired dwelling assuming it was located 
on a tract typical for residential use in 
the area.

(f) Interest payment. The Contracting 
Officer shall determine the amount, if 
any necessary, to compensate a displaced 
person for increased interest cost. The 
interest payment shall be based on the 
present value of the interest differential 
including points paid by the purchaser 
on the amount of the new loan, not to 
exceed the unpaid balance of the previous 
mortgage for its remaining term as of 
the date of acquisition. Such payment 
shall be paid only if the dwelling acquired 
was encumbered by a bona fide mortgage, 
which is one constituting a valid lien on 
the property for not less than 180 days 
prior to the initiation of negotiations.

(1) In no event shall the payment be 
calculated on an interest rate greater 
than the prevailing conventional mort­

gage rate charged by commercial banks 
in the locale of the replacement dwelling 
and which is available to the displaced 
person.

(2) The discount rate to determine 
present value shall be the prevailing in­
terest rate paid on savings deposits by 
commercial banks in the general area 
where the replacement dwelling is 
located*

(g) Incidental expenses. The inciden­
tal expense payment is the amount nec­
essary to reimburse the homeowner for 
actual costs incurred by him incident to 
the purchase of the replacement dwell­
ing such as.:

(1) Legal, closing, and related costs 
including title search, and preparing con­
veyance contracts, notary fees, surveys, 
preparing plats, and charges incident to 
recordation.

(2) Lenders, FHA, or VA appraisal 
fees.

(3) FHA application fee.
(4) Certification of structural sound­

ness when required by lender, FHA or 
VA.

(5) Credit report.
(6) Title policies or abstract of title.

: (7) Escrow agent’s fee.-
(8) State revenue stamps or sale or 

transfer taxes. No fee, cost, charge, or ex­
pense is reimbursable as an incidental ex­
pense which is determined to be a part of 
the finance charge under the Truth in 
Lending Act, Title I, Public Law 90-321, 
and Regulation “ Z” (12 CFR Part 226) 
issued pursuant thereto by the Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys­
tem. Prepaid items such as insurance and 
tax escrow are also excluded.
§ 777.8  Replacement housing payments 

for non-eligible owner-occupants.
(a) Rental by displaced owner-occu­

pant. A displaced owner-occupant not 
eligible under § 777.7 because he elects 
not to purchase a replacement dwelling, 
but who wishes to rent may receive a 
rental replacement housing payment not 
to exceed $4,000. The payment shall be 
computed in the same manner as shown 
§ 777.9 except that present rental rate 
shall be economic rent as determined by 
market data.

(b) Non-qualifying owner-occupant.
(1) A displaced owner-occupant who 
does not qualify for a replacement hous­
ing payment under § 777.7 because of the 
180-day occupancy requirement and who 
elects to rent may be eligible for a rental 
replacement housing payment under 
§ 777.9 if he meets the occupancy re­
quirement of that Section. The payment 
will be computed in the same manner as 
shown in § 777.9 except that the present 
rental rate shall be economic rent as 
determined by market data.

(2) A displaced owner-occupant who 
does not qualify for a replacement hous­
ing payment under § 777.7 because of 
the 180-day occupancy requirement and 
who elects to purchase a replacement 
dwelling may be eligible for a replace­
ment housing downpayment under 
5 777.9 if he meets the occupancy re­
quirement of that Section. The payment 
will be computed in the same manner as 
shown in § 777.9.

§ 777.9 Replacement housing payments 
for tenants and certain others.

(a) Eligibility. Any person displaced 
from any dwelling not eligible under 
§ 777.7 is eligible for either of the pay­
ments authorized under this Section if 
such dwelling was actually and lawfully 
occupied by such displaced person for not 
less than 90 days prior to the initiation 
of negotiations for acquisition of such 
dwelling. Such payments will be made 
only if the displaced person occupies a 
comparable replacement dwelling not 
later than the end of (1) one year from 
the date he is given final payment of the 
purchase price and related incidental ex­
penses of the acquired dwelling, or (2) 
of the date which he moves from the ac­
quired dwelling, whichever, is the later 
date.

(b) Computation of rental replace­
ment housing payment. A displaced 
person, eligible under this Section is 
eligible to receive, upon application, in 
addition to amounts otherwise author­
ized, the amount necessary to enable him 
to leave or rent a comparable replace­
ment dwelling for a period of four years, 
but not to exceed $4,000.

(1) Determination of comparable 
rent. The Contracting Officer may estab­
lish the amount necessary to rent a 
comparable replacement dwelling by es­
tablishing a schedule or by using a com­
parative method. When more than one 
Federal agency is causing the displace­
ment in a community or an area, the 
Postal Service may cooperate with other 
agencies on the method for computing 
the rental replacement housing payment 
and may use the uniform schedules of 
average rental housing in the community 
or area.

(1) Schedule method. The Contract­
ing Officer may establish a rental sched­
ule for renting comparable replacement 
dwellings in the various types of dwell­
ings required and available on the private 
market. The schedule should be based 
on a current analysis of the market to 
determine an amount for each type of 
dwelling required.

(ii) Comparative method. The Con­
tracting Officer may determine the aver­
age month’s rent by selecting one or 
more dwellings representative of the 
dwelling unit acquired, which is available 
on the private market and meets the 
definition of a comparable replacement 
dwelling.

(iii) Alternate to paragraph (b) (1)
(i) and (ii) of this section. When neither 
method is feasible, the Contracting Of­
ficer shall develop criteria for computing 
the payment in such instances.

(2) Calculation of payment. The 
rental replacement housing payment 
should be computed by determining by 
one of the methods set out above, the 
amount necessary to rent a comparable 
replacement dwelling for four years, and 
subtracting from such amount 48 times 
the average month’s rent paid by the 
displaced tenant in the last three months 
prior to initiation of negotiation if such 
rent is reasonable, and if not reasonable, 
48 times the economic rent for the oc-
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cupied dwelling unit as established by 
the Contracting Officer.

(3) Exceptions. The Contracting Offi­
cer may establish the average month’s 
rent by using more than three months, 
if he deems it advisable. If rent is being 
paid to the Postal Service or to any other 
agency of Federal, State, or local gov­
ernment, economic rent shall be used in 
determining the amount of the payment 
to which the displaced tenant is entitled.

(4) Disbursement of rental replace­
ment housing payment. All rental re­
placement housing payments $1,000 or 
less will be made by lump sum payment. 
Those in excess of $1,000 will be made 
in four equal annual installments com­
mencing upon approval of the applica­
tion. However, the Contracting Officer 
may authorize lump sum payment re­
gardless of the amount when in his opin­
ion circumstances warrant.

(c) Replacement housing downpay­
ment. A displaced person eligible under 
this section who elects to purchase in­
stead of renting is eligible to receive, 
upon application, the amount necessary 
to enable him to make a downpayment 
on the purchase of a replacement dwell­
ing but not to exceed $4,000, except that 
if such amount exceeds $2,000, such per­
son must equally match any such 
amount in excess of $2,000, in making  
the downpayment. The payment shall be 
computed by determining the amount 
necessary to enable him to make a down- 
payment and to cover incidental .ex­
penses on the purchase of replacement 
housing.

(1) . Downpayment portion. The maxi­
mum downpayment available under this 
Section shall be the amount required 
for a conventional loan on a comparable 
replacement dwelling. The Contracting 
Officer shall determine the amount by 
establishing the value of a comparable 
replacement dwelling as set out in this 
section, and determining the downpay­
ment required on a mortgage loan avail­
able to the displaced person on such 
comparable dwelling by commercial 
banks in the general area in which the 
replacement dwelling is located.

(2) Incidental expenses. Incidental 
expenses of closing the transaction are 
those as described in § 777.7(g).

(3) Application of payment. The full 
amount of the payment made under this 
Section must be applied to the purchase 
price of the dwelling and such downpay­
ment and incidental costs shown on the 
closing statement.
§ 777.10 Relocation assistance advisory 

services.
(a) Services. Whenever the acquisition 

of real property for a program or proj­
ect undertaken by the Postal Service will 
result in displacement of a person, the 
Contracting Officer shall provide reloca­
tion assistance and other advisory serv­
ice to the displaced persons in order to 
minimize hardships to such persons, 
which shall include such measures, 
facilities, or services as may be necessary 
or appropriate in order to:

(1) Determine the need, if any, of
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displaced persons for relocation assist­
ance;

(2) Provide current and continuing 
information on the availability, prices* 
and rentals of comparable decent, safe 
and sanitary sales and rental housing, 
and of comparable commercial proper­
ties and locations for displaced busi­
nesses;

(3) Assure that, within a reasonable 
period of time prior to displacement, 
there will be available comparable re­
placement dwellings, except that assur­
ance may be waived as specified in 
§ 777.5;

(4) Assist a displaced person displaced 
from his business or farm operation in 
obtaining and becoming established in a 
suitable replacement location ;

(5) Supply information concerning 
Federal and State housing programs, 
disaster loan programs, and other Fed­
eral or State programs offering assist­
ance to displaced persons;

(6) Provide other advisory services to 
displaced persons in order to minimize 
hardships to such persons in adjusting 
to relocation;

(7) Assist displaced persons in prep­
aration and submission of claims for 
benefits;

(8) Prior to initiation of acquisition, 
provide persons, who are potential 
displacees, a brochure or pamphlet out­
lining the benefits to which they may be 
entitled under the Act and information 
concerning other assistance which might 
be furnished them. Such brochures 
should contain information that any 
payment received under Title n  of the 
Act will not be considered as income for 
the purpose of the Internal Revenue 
Gode of 1954, or for the purpose of de­
termining eligibility or the extent of 
eligibility of any person for assistance 
under the Social Security Act or any 
other Federal law.

(b) Cooperation with other Govern­
ment agencies. In providing the above 
services, the Contracting Officer may 
consult State and local relocation agen­
cies to determine the availability of 
housing resources and to assure coordi­
nation of all relocation activities in the 
community. When more than one Fed­
eral agency is causing displacement in a 
community or area, the Contracting 
Officer in cooperation with the heads of 
other agencies involved, shall take posi­
tive action to assure the maximum co­
ordination of relocation activities. To 
assure simplification and coordination in 
administering relocation activities, the 
Contracting Officer, acting in conjunc­
tion with other Federal agencies, should 
consider contracting with a single agency 
to assume full responsibility for pro­
viding relocation services and assistance 
in a given community or area.
§ 777.11 Appeals.

Persons aggrieved by a determination 
as to their eligibility for a relocation pay­
ment or by the amount of such payment 
must be advised of their right to have 
their application reviewed in accordance 
with section 213(b)(3) of the Act. Any

such grievance must be submitted within 
twelve months of denial of all or part of 
a relocation claim. When such griev­
ances develop every effort should be 
made to resolve them at the regional 
level; however, when the grievance can­
not be resolved, it should be referred to 
Headquarters. In referring appeals of 
aggrieved applicants to Headquarters, 
the applicant’s case file must be sub­
mitted together with a complete report 
outlining the nature of the grievance. 
The file and report will be submitted to 
the attention of Director, Office of Real 
Estate, who will issue a dispositive deci­
sion on the matter. Such decision shall 
not be subject to further administrative 
review or appeal.

[FR Doc.74-6312 Filed 3-19-74;8:46 am]

FED ER AL EN ER G Y OFFICE
[ 10 CFR Part 212 ]

PUERTO RICO
Proposed Price Regulations and Public 

Hearing
Notice.is hereby given that the Federal 

Energy Office will receive written com­
ments and hold a public hearing in San 
Juan, Puerto Rico with respect to 
whether certain entities operating in 
Puerto Rico which are owned or con­
trolled by refiners should be subject to 
the price regulations applicable to re­
finers, to the price regulations applicable 
to resellers, or to some other form of 
price regulation. By an amendment to 
the rule with respect to resellers, the 
Federal Energy Office today has made 
clear that certain of such entities are 
subject to the refiner price regulations, 
and this proceeding is to determine 
whether tha't treatment or some other 
treatment under the Mandatory Petro­
leum Price Regulations is appropriate.

The background of this proceeding and 
some of the issues it raises are as follows:

Certain refiners subjectto the price 
regulations of Subpart E own, control, or 
are otherwise affiliated with entities 
which operate in Puerto Rico.

Certain of these entities purchase the 
products they sell in Puerto Rico from 
Commonwealth Oil and Refining Com­
pany (CORCO) and/or from Gulf Oil 
Company, both of which produce gaso­
line in Puerto Rico. Certain of these 
entities also supply crude oil to CORCO, 
either themselves or through related en­
tities, under various contractual terms.

If the entities which purchase the 
products they sell in Puerto Rico from 
CORCO and Gulf were to be treated as 
resellers, they would be permitted, gen­
erally, to pass through directly to their 
customers the cost of the products they 
purchase. If such entities were to be 
treated as refiners, the cost of the prod­
ucts purchased in Puerto Rico would be 
Included as part of the affiiated refiner’s 
overall cost of its products, and would 
be passed through to all customers of the 
refiner, throughout the United States, 
including Puerto Rico.

Because CORCO refines principally 
Venezuelan crude oil which is exempt
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from price regulation, its products are 
being sold at generally higher prices than 
the prices charged by refiners which 
use. domestic crude oil subject to price 
regulation. Thus, if the entities of a re­
finer operating in Puerto Rico, are treated 
separately under the price regulations as 
“resellers,” the prices charged in Puerto 
Rico Would generally reflect the higher 
prices of exempt crude oil, whereas if 
they are treated as part of their affiliated 
“refiners,” the prices charged in Puerto 
Rico would generally reflect the lower 
average price of all crude oil, both do­
mestic and foreign, of that refiner.

On the one hand, it may be urged that 
Puerto Rico should not pay prices that 
reflect directly the higher prices of for­
eign crude oil. On the other hand, it may 
be urged that the entities operating in 
Puerto Rico have historically been 
treated as separate entities and that not 
to treat them now as resellers would 
require them to face financial hardship in 
Puerto Rico.

Among the relevant facts which the

interested parties to this proceeding 
should address themselves to are the 
following:

(1) The place in the overall corporate 
structure of the refiner which is occupied 
by the Puerto Rican entity of the refiner 
and by the entity of the refiner, if any, 
which has supplied crude oil or other 
products to Puerto Rico.

(2) The arrangements under which 
the Puerto Rican entity and/or other en­
tities, have historically supplied and/or 
purchased crude oil and other products 
in Puerto Rico, the identity and quanti­
ties of such products and where they are 
sold, and the effects of the Mandatory 
Petroleum Allocation Program on the 
current operation of such arrangements.

(3) The extent to which profits and/or 
losses of the Puerto Rican entity of a 
refiner, and/or of related entities which 
have supplied or purchased products in 
Puerto Rico, have gone to the refiner.

(4) The effects of any proposed rule 
on prices in Puerto Rico, on prices in the 
United States mainland, on the overall 
market structure in Puerto Rico, on the

entities operating in Puerto Rico, and 
on the refiners and their related entities.

(5) The historical relationship of 
prices charged and changes in  prices 
charged by Puerto Rican entities to prices 
charged and changes in prices charged 
by the refiner in the Unit«! States main­
land.

Information concerning the filing of 
written comments and the time and place 
of the public hearing in San Juan, Puerto 
Rico, which is tentatively scheduled for 
April 4 and 5, 1974, will be published 
as soon as the necessary arrangements 
have been made. This notice is being is­
sued today so that all interested parties 
will have as much advance notice as 
possible, consistent with the expedited 
treatment which is planned for. this 
proceeding.

Issued at Washington, D.C., on 
March 18, 1974.

W illiam N. Walker, 
General Counsel.

{PR Doc.74-6632 Piled 3-19-74; 11:32 am]
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Notices
This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains documents othe r than rules or proposed rules that are applicable to the public. Notices 

of hearings and investigations, committee meetings, agency decisions and rulings, delegations of authority, filing of petitions and applications 
and agency statements of organization and functions are examples of documents appearing in this section.

D EPA R TM EN T O F STA TE
[Public Notice CM—120]

GOVERNMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON
INTERNATIONAL BOOK AND LIBRARY
PROGRAMS

Notice of Meeting
The Government Advisory Committee 

on International Book and Library Pro­
grams will meet in open session in Room 
634 in the United States Information 
Agency, 1717 H Street, NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. from 9 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. on 
April 4, 1974.

The committee will discuss interna­
tional book exhibits, plans for the No­
vember 1974 meeting of the Internation­
al Federation of Library Associations, 
forthcoming meetings on satellite com­
munications and report on publishing 
in Mexico.

Dated: March 11, 1974.
Carol M. Owens, 
Executive Secretary.

[PR Doc.74-6331 Piled 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Public Notice CM-121]
STUDY GROUP 1 OF THE U.S. NATIONAL 

COMMITTEE FOR THE INTERNATIONAL 
TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE CON­
SULTATIVE COMMITTEE (CCITT)

Notice of Meeting
The Department of State announces a 

scheduled meeting of U.S. CCITT Study 
Group 1 (U.S. Government Regulatory 
Problems) concerned with preparation 
for a meeting of a Working Party of 
CCITT Study Group i n  of the Interna­
tional Telecommunication Union to be 
held in Geneva, Switzerland, June 10-14, 
1974. The meeting will take place on 
Tuesday, April 16, 1974 at 10 a.m. in 
Room 621 of the Federal Communica­
tions Commission, 1919 M Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C.

This meeting of Study Group I will 
address matters related to general tariff 
principles covering the lease of tele­
communication circuits. The agenda will 
include approval of one or more U.S. 
Contributions to the aforementioned 
meeting of the Working Party and the 
completion of the U.S. response to a 
Questionnaire on CCITT Recommenda­
tion D.l issued by Study Group III.

Members of the general public who 
desire to attend the meeting on April 16 
will be admitted up to the limit of the 
meeting room.

Dated: March 11, 1974.
R ichard T. B lack,

Chairman, > 
U.S. National Committee. 

[FUed Doc.74-6332 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

D EPA R TM EN T O F T H E  TR EA S U R Y  
Office of the Secretary 

[Treasury Department Order 229-1]
FISCAL SERVICE 

Reorganization
By virtue of the authority vested in me 

as Secretary of the Treasury, including 
particularly the authority conferred in 
Reorganization Plan No. 26 of 1950, as 
amended (31 UJS.C. 1001, note), it is 
ordered that:

1. The functions assigned to the Office 
of the Treasurer of the United States by 
paragraph 2 of Treasury Order No. 229, 
dated January 14, 1974, are transferred 
to the Bureau of Government Financial 
Operations. The latter bureau shall make 
periodic reports to the Treasurer of the 
United States showing currency held in 
custody, issued, retired, and in circula­
tion.

2. The securities functions that are 
performed in the Securities Division of 
the Bureau of Government Financial 
Operations are transferred to the Bureau 
of the Public Debt.

3. Any provisions of law and all regula­
tions issued with respect to the functions 
transferred hereby, which are in effect 
on the effective date of this Order, shall 
continue in effect until amended or su­
perseded.

4. As determined by the Assistant Sec­
retary for Administration, the positions, 
personnel, records, property, funds, and 
other resources related to the functions 
transferred hereby are transferred with 
the functions.

5. This Order is effective as of the first 
day of the first pay period following the 
date of this Order.

Dated: March 11,1974.
[seal] G eorge P. S chultz,

Secretary of the Treasury.
[FR Doc.74-6430 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

Office of the Secretary
PORTABLE ELECTRIC TYPEWRITERS 

FROM JAPAN
Antidumping Proceeding

On February 14,1974, information was 
received in proper form pursuant to 
§§ 153.26 and 153.27, Customs Regula­
tions (19 CFR 153.26, 153.27), indicating 
a possibility that portable electric type­
writers from Japan are being sold at less 
than fair value within the meaning of 
the Antidumping Act, 1921, as amended 
(19 U.S.C. 160 et seq.).

There is evidence on record concerning 
injury to or likelihood of injury to or 
prevention of establishment of an indus- 
tryln the United States.

Having conducted a summary investi­
gation as required by § 153.29 of the Cus­
toms Regulations (19 CFR 153.29) and 
having determined as a result thereof 
that there are grounds for so doing, the 
U.S. Customs Service is instituting an 
inquiry to verify the information submit­
ted and to obtain the facts-necessary to 
enable the Secretary of the Treasury to 
reach a determination as to the fact or 
likelihood of sales at less than fair value.

A summary of information received 
from all sources is as follows:

The information received tends to indi­
cate that the prices of the merchandise sold 
for exportation to the United States are less 
than the constructed value.

This notice is published pursuant to 
§ 153.30 of the Customs Regulations (19 
CFR 153.30).

[seal] J ames B. Clawson,
Acting Assistant Secretary 

of the Treasury.
March 18, 1974.
[FR Doc.74-6605 Filed 3-19-74;9:12 am]

D EPA R TM EN T O F D EFEN SE
Department of the Air Force

USAF SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD 
Notice of Meetings

March 14, 1974.
The Air Force Systems Command Sci­

ence and Technology Advisory Group will 
hold a closed meeting on March 22, 1974, 
from 9 a.m. until 5 p.m., at the Air Force 
Cambridge Research Laboratories, L. G. 
Hanscom Field, Maine.

The Group will hold classified discus­
sions and receive competition sensitive 
information on the Air Force Cambridge 
Research Laboratories Program.

The USAF Scientific Advisory Board 
Geophysics Panel Task Group on Mete­
orological Effects on Microwave Propaga­
tion will hold a closed meeting on April 
10, 1974, from 8:30 a.m. until 4:30 p.m., 
at the Pentagon, Washington, D.C.

The Committee will receive classified 
briefings on forecast capabilities and re­
search efforts on meteorological effects 
on microwave propagation systems.

For further information, please con­
tact the Scientific Advisory Board Secre­
tariat at 202-697-8404.

S tanley L. R oberts, 
Colonel, USAF, Chief, Legisla­

tive Division, Office of the 
Judge Advocate General.

[FR Doc.74-6333 FUed 3-19-74;8:45 am]
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D EPA R TM EN T O F C O M M ER C E
Domestic and international Business 

Administration
HOWARD UNIVERSITY MEDICAL SCHOOL

Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an ap­
plication for duty-free entry of a scien­
tific article pursuant to Section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub. 
L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the regula­
tions issued thereunder as amended (37 
FR3892 etseq.).

A copy of the record pertaining to 
this decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the De­
partment of Commerce, at the Office of 
Import Programs, Department of Com­
merce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

Docket Number: 74-00178-99-46500. 
Applicant: Howard University Medical 
School, 520 W Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20001. Article: Ultramicrotome, 
Model Om U3. Manufacturer: C. Reich­
ert Optische Werke AG, Austria. In­
tended use of article: The article is in­
tended to be used in graduate course in 
ultrastructure to train students in the 
techniques of electron microscopy includ­
ing fixation, embedding, sectioning and 
the use of the electron microscope.

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 
Decision: Application approved. No in­
strument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientic value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States.

Reasons: Examination of the appli­
cant’s thin sections under the electron 
microscope will provide optimal infor­
mation when such sections are uniform 
in thickness and have smoothly cut sur­
faces. Conditions for obtaining high 
quality sections depend to a large ex­
tent on the properties of the specimen 
being sectioned (e.g., hardness, consist­
ency, toughness etc.), the properties of 
the embedding media and the geometry 
of the block. In connection with a prior 
case (Docket No. 69-00118-33-46500) 
which relates to the duty-free entry of a 
similar foreign article, the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare (HEW) 
advised that “Smooth cuts are obtained 
when the speed of cutting (among such 
[other] obvious factors as knife edge con­
dition and angle), is adjusted to the 
characteristics of the material being sec­
tioned.” In connection with another prior 
case (Docket No. 69-00665-33-46500) re­
lating to the duty-free entry of a similar 
foreign article, HEW advised that “The 
range of cutting speeds and a capability 
for the higher cutting speeds is * * * 
a pertinent characteristic of the ultra­
microtome to be used for sectioning ma­
terials that experience has shown diffi­
cult to section.” In connection with still 
another prior case (Docket No. 70-00077- 
33-46500) relating to the duty-free entry 
of a similar foreign article, HEW ad­
vised that “ultrathin sectioning of a va­
riety of tissues having a wide range in

density, hardness etc.” requires a maxi­
mum range in cutting speed and, further, 
that “The production of ultrathin serial 
sections of specimens that have great 
variation in physical properties is very 
difficult.” The foreign article has a cut­
ting speed range of 0.5 to 10 millimeters/ 
second (mm/sec.). The most closely com­
parable domestic instrument is the Model 
MT-2B ultramicrotome manufactured 
by Ivan Sorvall, Inc. (Sorvall). The Sor- 
vall Model MT-2B ultramicrotome has a 
cutting speed range of 0.09 to 3.2 mm/ 
sec. We are advised by HEW in its mem­
orandum of February 8,1974 that cutting 
speeds in the excess of 4 mm/sec. are per­
tinent to the applicant’s research studies. 
We, therefore, find that the Model MT- 
2B ultramicrotome is not of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used.

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for such purposes as this article 
is intended to be used, which is being 
manufactured in the United States.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials.)

A. H. Stuart, 
Director, Special Import

Programs Division.
[FR Doc.74-6383 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

MEDICAL COLLEGE OF OHIO, ET AL.
Notice of Consolidated Decision on Appli­

cations for Duty-Free Entry of Ultra mi­
crotomes
The following is a consolidated deci­

sion on applications for duty-free entry 
of ultramicrotomes pursuant to section 
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 
'the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (37 FR 3892 et seq). (See espe­
cially § 701.11(e).)

A copy of the record pertaining to 
each of the applications in this consoli­
dated decision is available for public re­
view during ordinary business hours of 
the Department of Commerce, at the 
Special Import Programs Division, Office 
of Import Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

Docket Number: 74-00200-33-46500. 
Applicant: Medical College of Ohio at 
Toledo, P.O. Box 6190, 945 S. Detroit 
Avenue, Toeldo, Ohio 43614. Article: Ul­
tramicrotome, Model Om U3. Manufac­
turer: C. Reichert Optische Werke AG, 
Austria. Intended use of article: The 
article is intended to be used to section 
single light microscopically pre-selected 
cells or structures of 50 Angstrom units 
thickness or less for electron microscopy 
as part of research involving such phe­
nomena as elucidation of melanogenesis 
of tissue cultures of malignant cells dur­
ing their cell cycles. The article will also 
be used to obtain aforementioned thin 
sections of various tissues in order to 
demonstrate disease processes on elec­
tron microscopic level; which will serve

as a very significant visual aia in educa­
tion of medical students in formal 
classes as well as in training programs 
of resident physicians. Application re­
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
November 5, 1973. Advice submitted by 
the Department of Health, Education, 
and Welfare on: February 15, 1974.

Docket Number: 74-00202-33-46500. 
Applicant: State University of New York, 
Stony Brook, N.Y. 11790. Article: Ultra­
microtome, Model LKB 8800A. Manufac­
turer: LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. In­
tended use of article: The article is in­
tended to be used to section a variety of 
pathological specimens from many in­
jured tissues and organs, investigations 
will be conducted on the overall struc-- 
ture and detailed structure of plasma 
membranes, internal membranes, myo­
filaments, basal lamina and nuclei. A 
number of different experiments in which 
ultrastructural lesions in plasma mem­
branes will be created and the detailed 
changes occurring in the damaged mem­
brane and in the remainder of the cell 
assessed will be performed. Studies of 
changes in nucleus and cytoplasm after 
exposure to carcinogens will also be con­
ducted. Application received by Commis­
sioner of Customs: November 7,1973. Ad­
vice submitted by Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare on: February 15, 
1974.

Docket Number: 74-00203-33-46500. 
Applicant: University of Kansas Medical 
Center, Department of Pathology and 
Oncology, 39th and Rainbow Boulevard, 
Kansas City, Kansas 66103. Article: Ul­
tramicrotome, Model LKB 8800A. Manu­
facturer: LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. 
Intended use of article: The article is 
intended to be used to section a variety of 
tissues used in ultrastructural studies. 
The tissues include substances of variable 
density, including lymph node, bone, kid­
ney, embryos and a variety of neoplasms 
from both humans and experimental ani­
mals. The tissues will be sampled to de­
termine pathologenetic mechanisms of 
diseased tissues. Materials such as fila­
ments, crystals, viruses and immune com­
plexes will be searched for in neoplasms 
and other organs and tissues. Application 
received by Commissioner of Customs: 
November 7, 1973. Advice submitted by 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare on: February 15, 1974.

Docket Number: 74-00204-33-46500. 
Applicant: University of Wisconsin 
(Madison), Madison, Wisconsin 53706. 
Article: Ultramicrotome, Model LKB 
8800A. Manufacturer: LKB Produkter 
AB, Sweden. Intended use of article: The 
article is intended to be used to section 
brain and spinal cord tissue of guinea 
pigs being fed methyl mercury, the bony 
noses of tuna fish suffering from “puffy 
snout” disease, the skin of sharks having 
an unidentified epidermal ulcer disease 
and the soft tissue of calves and cattle 
being fed various mycotoxins. The mate­
rials vary in hardness from the tooth­
like epidermal structure (denticles) of 
sharks skin and the bony nasal bones of 
tuna, to the very soft brain tissue. Ap­
plication received by Commissioner of 
Customs: November 2, 1973. Advice sub-
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mttted by Department of Health, Educa­
tion, and Welfare an: February 15, 1974.

Docket Number: 74-00206-33-46500. 
Applicant: University of Pennsylvania, 
Department of Neurology, 3400 Spruce 
Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19104. Article: 
Ultramicrotome, Model LKB 8800A. 
Manufacturer: LKB Produkter AB, Swe­
den. Intended use of article: The article 
is  intended to be used for studies of bio­
logical, mainly mammalian tissues de­
rived from humans that exhibit both nor­
mal and pathologic structure. The ex­
periments to be conducted include ex­
periments on the development of muscle 
in animals and the study of muscular 
dystrophy, glycogen storage disease and 
mitochondrial disorders in humans. Ap­
plication received by Commissioner of 
Customs: November 6, 1973. Advice sub­
mitted by Department of Health, Educa­
tion, and Welfare on: February 15, 1974.

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to any of the fore­
going applications. Decision: Applica­
tions approved. No instrument or ap­
paratus of equivalent scientific value to 
the foreign articles, for such purposes as 
these articles are intended to be used, 
is being manufactured in the United 
States. Reasons: Each of the foreign 
articles provides a range of cutting 
speeds from equal to or less than 0.5 
millimeters/second (mm/sec) to equal 
to or greater than 10 mm/sec. The most 
closely comparable domestic instrument 
is- the Model MT-2B ultramicrotome 
which is manufactured by Ivan Sorvall, 
Inc. (Sorvall). The Model MT-2B has a 
range of cutting speeds from 0.09 to 3.2 
mm/sec. The conditions for obtaining 
high quality sections that are uniform 
in thickness depend to a large extent 
on the hardness, consistency, toughness 
and other properties of the specimen 
materials, the properties of the em­
bedding materials and the geometry of 
the block. In connection with a prior 
application (Docket No. 69-00118-33- 
46500) which relates to the duty-free 
entry of an article in the category of 
instruments to which the foregoing ap­
plications relate, the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare (HEW) 
advised that “Smooth cuts are obtained 
when the speed of. cutting (among such 
[other] obvious factors as knife edge 
condition and angle), is adjusted to the 
characteristics of the material being 
sectioned.” In connection with another 
prior case (Docket No. 69-00665-33- 
46500) relating to the duty-free entry of 
an article in the same category as those 
described above, HEW advised that “The 
range of cutting speeds and a capability 
for the higher cutting speeds is * * * a 
pertinent characteristic of the ultra­
microtome to be used for sectioning ma­
terials that experience has shown diffi­
cult to section.” In connection with still 
another prior case (Docket No. 70-00077- 
33-46500) relating to the duty-free en­
try of an article similar to those de­
scribed above; HEW advised that “ultra- 
thin sectioning of a variety of tissues 
having, a* wide range in density, hardness 
etc.” requires a maximum range in cut-

NOTICES

ting speed and, further, that “The pro­
duction of ultrathin serial sections of 
specimens that have great variation in 
physical properties is very difficult.” Ac­
cordingly, HEW advises in its respec­
tively cited memoranda, that cutting 
speeds in excess of 4 mm/sec are perti­
nent to the satisfactory sectioning of the 
specimen materials and the relevant em­
bedding materials that will be used by 
the applicants in their respective experi­
ments.

For these reasons, we find that the 
Sorvall Model MT-2B ultramicrotome is 
not of equivalent scientific value to the 
foreign articles to which the foregoing 
applications relate, for such purposes 
as these articles are intended to be 
used.

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or appartus of 
equivalent scientific value to any of the 
foreign articles, to which the foregoing 
applications relate, for such purposes as 
these articles are intended to be used, 
which is being manufactured in the 
United States.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials.)

A. H. Stuart, 
Director, Special Import 

Programs Division.
[FR Doc.74-6388 Filed 3-19-74:8:45 ami

MIDLAND MACROMOLECULAR 
INSTITUTE

Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an ap­
plication for duty-free entry of a scien­
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub. 
L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the regula­
tions issued thereunder as amended (37 
FR 3892ot seq.).

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

Docket Number: 73-00522-33-63550. 
Applicant: Midland Macromolecular In­
stitute; 1910 West St. Andrews Drive, 
Midland, Mich. 48640. Article: Jasco 
Recording Spectropolarimeter, Model 
J—20. Manufacturer: Japan Spectro- 
seopic Company, Japan. Intended use of 
article: The article is intended'to be used 
for fundamental studies on the confor­
mation: and/or configuration of synthetic 
and: naturally occurring (biological) 
macromolecules in solution. These will be 
determined from the optical rotatory dis­
persion (ORD) and circular dichroism 
(CD1) properties of the macromolecules. 
Studies will be made by subjecting poly­
mer samples to changes in solvent, tem­
perature, and chemical treatment. Re­
lated polymer samples with differing 
chemical; or biological histories will be 
similarly evaluated. Comments: No com­
ments have been received with respect to 
this application.

Decision: Application' approved. No in­
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci­
entific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes, as this, article is. intended 
to be used, is  being manufactured in the 
United States.

Reasons: The foreign article provides 
the capabilities to make both optical 
rotary dispersion (ORD) and circular 
dichroism (CD) measurements, in  the 
same instrument. The National Bureau 
of Standards (NBS) advised in its mem­
orandum dated February 19, 1974 that 
the capability described above is perti­
nent to the purposes for which, the article 
is intended to be used. NBS also advised 
that it knows of no domestic instrument 
of equivalent scientific value to the for­
eign article for such purposes, as the 
article is intended to be used.

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for such purposes as this article 
is intended to be used, which is being 
manufactured in the United States.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials.)

A. H. Stuart, 
Director, Special Import 

Programs Division.
[FR Doc.74-6387 Filed 3-19^74;8:45 am]

TEXAS A & M UNIVERSITY
Notice of Decision on Application for 

Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article
The following is a decision on an ap­

plication for duty-free entry of a sci­
entific article pursuant to Section 6(c) 
of the Educational, Scientific, and Cul­
tural Materials Importation Act of 1966 
(Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897), and the 
regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (37 FR 3892 et seq.).

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

Docket Number: 73-00365-01-07500. 
Applicant: Texas A & M University, Col­
lege Station, Tex. 77843. Article: Pre­
cision Calorimetry System,. t,k~r 8700. 
Manufacturer: LKB Produkter AB, 
Sweden. Intended use of article: The ar­
ticle is intended to be used in several re­
search projects which include the fol­
lowing:

(1) Measurements of heat of forma­
tion of complexes in aqueous solutions 
by titration calorimetry..

(2) Measurements, of heat apd equi­
librium constants of ionization o f weak 
organic acids and bases by both titration 
and batch calorimetry.

(3) Measurements, of heats and equi­
librium constants of enzyme catalyzed 
reactibns by both titration and batch 
calorimetry.

(4) Measurement of heats of vapori­
zation o f a series o f hydrocarbons and 
their halogen derivatives.

Further studies' anticipated include:
Cl)5 SCmi-micro scale heats' o f  com­

bustion of organic phosphorous com-
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pounds of importance in biochemistry.
(2) Heats of mixing of volatile non­

electrolytes in order to test theories of 
solutions.

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this applica­
tion.

Decision: Application approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, 
for such purposes as this article is in­
tended to be used, is being manufac­
tured in the United States.

Reasons: The foreign article is capa­
ble of measuring heats of vaporization 
and heats of reaction of solutions under 
pressure. We are advised by the National 
Bureau of Standards (NBS) in its mem­
orandum dated February 15, 1974 that 
the characteristics of the article de­
scribed above are pertinent to the appli­
cant’s intended program of thermo­
chemical research. The most closely 
comparable domestic instrument avail­
able at the time the foreign article was 
ordered was the Model 1000B solution 
calorimeter manufactured by Tronac, 
Incorporated (Tronac). At the time of 
order the Model 1000B did not have the 
capability for measuring heats of vapor­
ization; nor was an accessory available 
to provide this capability. Further, the 
Tronac instrument did not have the ca­
pability of measuring heats of solution 
under pressure. We therefore find that 
the 1000B was not of equivalent scien­
tific value to the foreign article for the 
applicant’s intended purposes at the 
time the foreign article was ordered. 
NBS further advises that it knows of no 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, 
for such purposes as this article is in­
tended to be used, which was being man­
ufactured in the United States at the 
time the article was ordered.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials.)

A. H. Stuart, 
Director,

Special Import Programs Division.
[FR Doc.74-6386 Filed 3-19-74; 8:45 am]

UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO
Notice of Decision on Application for 

Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article
The following is a decision on an ap­

plication for duty-free entry of a scien­
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub. 
L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the regula­
tions issued thereunder as amended (37 
FR 3892 et seq.).

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

Docket Number: 74-00220-98-41700. 
Applicant: The University of Chicago, 
The James Franck Institute, 5640 S. 
Ellis Avenue, Chicago, Illinois 60637. Ar­
ticle: Electro Photonics Model SUA-10

Mode Locked Oscillator. Manufacturer: 
Electro-Photonics Limited, United King­
dom. Intended use of article: The article 
is intended to be used for studies of the 
reaction kinetics and energy transfer in 
photoexcited molecules. In particular, 
the cis-trans isomerization in linear pol­
yene molecules will be studied by ob­
serving Raman scattering of light off 
the photoexcited molecule. The objective 
of these experiments is a better under­
standing of the primary visual process by 
understanding the photochemistry of 
molecules which model the visual chro- 
mophore.

Comments: No comment? have been 
received with respect to this application.

Decision: Application approved. No in­
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci­
entific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States.

Reasons: The foreign article provides 
frequency characterized light pulses of 
several picoseconds duration. The mosf 
closely comparable domestic instrument 
is a dye laser system manufactured by 
Candela Corporation (Candela). The 
shortest pulse provided by the Candela 
system is on the order of 100 nanosec­
onds. We are advised by the National 
Bureau of Standards (NBS) in its mem­
orandum dated February 20, 1974, that 
the shorter pulse duration capability of 
the article is pertinent to the applicant’s 
studies involving processes occurring in 
the picosecond range. We therefore, find 
that the Candela laser system is not of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article for such purposes as this article 
is intended to be used;

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for such purposes as this article 
is intended to be used, which is being 
manufactured in the United States.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials.)

A. H. Stuart, 
Director,

. Special Import Programs Division.
[FR Doc.74-6385 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA, ET AL.
Notice of Consolidated Decision on Appli­

cations for Duty-Free Entry of Nitrogen 
15 Analyzers

The following is a consolidated deci­
sion on applications for duty-free entry 
of Nitrogen 15 Analyzers pursuant to sec­
tion 6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, 
and Cultural Materials Importation Act 
of 1966 (Public Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) 
and the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (37 FR 3892 et seq.). (See 
especially § 701.11(e).)

A copy of the record pertaining to each 
of the applications in this consolidated 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Special 
Import Programs Division, Office of Im­

port Programs, Department of Com­
merce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

Docket Number: 73-00326-01-01100. 
Applicant: University of Minnesota, De­
partment of Soil Science, St. Paul, Minn. 
55101. Article: Nitrogen-15 analyzer 
complete with Isocommerz Sample Prep 
Kit. Manufacturer: Isocommerz, East 
Germany. Intended use of article: The 
article is intended to be used to analyze 
samples for N-15/N-14 ratios in samples 
where N-15 enriched compounds have 
been introduced for tracer studies. The 
relative abundance of N-15 and N-14 will 
be determined using an emission prin­
ciple. Application received by Commis­
sioner of Customs: January 9, 1973. Ad­
vice submitted by the National Bureau 
of Standards on: February 19, 1974.

Docket Number: 73-00430-01-01100. 
Applicant: University of Alaska, Fair­
banks, Alaska 99701. Article: Nitrogen 15 
Analyzer, Model NIA and accessories. 
Manufacturer: Japan Spectroscopic Co., 
Ltd., Japan. Intended use of article: The 
article is intended to be used to further 
ongoing studies of the marine and 
lacustrine nitrogen cycle with particular 
emphasis placed on cycling of nitrogen in 
northern production waters such as 
Prince William Sound, Gulf of Alaska, 
Bering Sea, Arctic Ocean, and arctic and 
alpine lakes. 15/N studies in the area of 
nitrogen pollution and sewage treatment 
in cold climates will also be initiated. A 
study of the productivity and nutrient 
cycling of seagrass has been started. Ex­
tensive studies of the fresh water 
nitrogen cycle in Alaskan environments 
using 15./N are also to be continued. The 
article will also be used for educational 
purposes in a course entitled "Stable 
Isotope Tracer Techniques.” Applica­
tion received by Commissioner of Cus­
toms: March 5, 1973. Advice submitted 
by the National Bureau of Standards on: 
February 19, 1974.

Docket Number: 73-00468-01-01100. 
Applicant: University of Minnesota, De­
partment of Chemistry, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 55455. Article: Nitrogen-15 
analyzer. Manufacturer: Isocommerz, 
East Germany. Intended use of article: 
The article is intended to be used for the 
analysis of the amount of nitrogen-15, 
an isotope of natural nitrogen, which is 
found in compounds isolated from plants 
which have been previously fed N-15 
labelled compounds. The objective of this 
research is to learn about the fate of 
alkaloids such as nicotine, in the tobacco 
plant. Application received by Commis­
sioner of Customs: April 2, 1973. Advice 
submitted by the National Bureau of 
Standards on: February 19, 1974.

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to any of the fore­
going applications. Decision: Applica­
tions approved. No instrument or ap­
paratus of equivalent scientific value to 
the foreign articles, for such purposes 
as these articles are intended to be used, 
is being manufactured in the United 
States. Reasons: Each foreign article is 
capable of determining the abundance 
of “ N (Nitraeen 15) relative to that of 
UN. The National Bureau of Standards
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advised in the cited memoranda that the 
capability described above is pertinent 
to the purpose for which each of the 
articles is intended to be used. NBS also 
advised that it knows of no domestically 
manufactured instrument which is 
scientifically equivalent to any of the 
foreign articles to which the foregoing 
applications relate for such purposes as 
these articles are intended to be used.

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to any of the 
foreign articles to which the foregoing 
applications relate, for such purposes as 
these articles are intended to be used, 
which is being manufactured in the 
United States.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials.)

A. H. S tuart,
Director,

Special Import Programs Division.
_ [FR Doc.74r-63S2 Filed 3—19—74;8:45 am]

V.A. HOSPITAL, IOWA CITY, IOWA
Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Freee Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an appli­
cation for duty-free entry of a scientific 
article pursuant to section 6(c) of the 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub. 
L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the regula­
tions issued thereunder as amended (37 
FR 3892 et seq.).

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

Docket Number: 74-00214-00-46040. 
Applicant: Veterans Adminstration Hos­
pital, Highway 6, Iowa City, IA 52240. 
Article: Rotating Specimen Stage for 
Elmiskop 101, Electron Microscope. 
Manufacturer: Siem^hs AG, West Ger­
many. Intended use of article; The 
article is an accessory ta an existing elec­
tron microscope to be used to rotate 
specimen tissue as 360 degrees in the 
microscope during oral disease projects 
and pathology projects.

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application.

Decision: Application approved. No in­
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci­
entific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States.,

Reasons: The application relates to a 
compatible accessory for an instrument 
that had been previously imported for 
the use of the applicant institution. The 
article is being furnished by the manu­
facturer which produced the instrument 
with which the article is intended to be 
used and is pertinent to the applicant’s 
purposes.

The Department, of Commerce knows 
of no similar accessory being manufac­
tured in the United States, which is in­
terchangeable with or can be readily

adapted to the instrument with which 
the foreign article is intended to be used. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free 
Educational and Scientific Materials.)

A. H. S tuart, 
Director,

Special Import Programs Division.
[FR Doc.74-6384 Filed 3-19-74:8:45 am]

AGENT/DISTRIBUTION SERVICE 
Rate Increase

Effective April 1, 1974, the price of the 
Agent/Distributor Service (ADS) will be 
increased from $10 to $25. The ADS pro­
vides the- U.S. business community with 
up to three names of selected overseas 
firms which have expressed interest in 
the proposal to act as representatives 
(agents) or distributors.

The names of selected prospects are 
obtained by the U.S. Foreign Service, 
telegraphed to the Department of Com­
merce, processed, and submitted to the 
applicant through the appropriate Re­
gional or District Office of the Depart­
ment of Commerce. Request forms (DEB- 
424R) are available from the nearest 
Department of Commerce Regional or 
District Office. These offices assist in the 
preparation of the form and in the se­
lection of export markets.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 11.113, International Commercial 
Information.)

Dated: March 13, 1974.
Murray P. R ennert,

Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary
for International Commerce.

[FR Doc.74-6339 Filed 3^19-74:8:45 am]

Patent Office
PUBLIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR 

TRADEMARK AFFAIRS
Meeting

The Public Advisory Committee for 
Trademark Affairs was established by 
the Secretary of Commerce to advise the 
Patent Office of the Department of Com­
merce on steps which can be taken in 
order to increase the efficiency and ef­
fectiveness of the administration of the 
Trademark Act and to provide a con­
tinuing source of knowledge from the 
private sector to the Government m the 
field.

The next meeting will be held on 
March 28th and 29th, 1974, at the Mor­
gan Guarantee Bank, New York City, 
New York, beginning at 9 a.m. each day 
in the Board Room.

The following agenda is to be con­
sidered:

1. Improved systems for recordation and 
retrieval of information relating to trade­
mark registrations and improved systems 
for keeping records and production infor­
mation.

2.. Continuation of the WIPO Working 
Group on Mechanized Trademark Searching.

3. Exami'iers’ training course.
4. Examiners’ field trip program..
5. Quality Review Program.
6. Training of examiners in the Interna­

tional-Classification System.
7. Status of the Mail Room and recom­

mendations relating thereto.
8. Subcommittee report on Section 8 re­

quirements re specimens, use, and the no­
tice to registrants.

9- Report on the status of Trademark Op­
erations and implementation of the prior 
Advisory Committee recommendations relat­
ing thereto with particular emphasis on rec­
ommendations not implemented relating to 
organization, processing and search room 
matters.

' 10. Review of status and content of the 
new Trademark Manual of Examining pro­
cedures.

The membership of the Advisory Com­
mittee consists of nine members of the 
Patent Office—Trademark Affairs Com­
mittee of the United States Trademark 
Association.

Meetings of the Advisory Committee 
are open to the public. Public attend­
ance, depending on available space, may 
be limited to those persons  ̂ who have 
notified the Advisory Committee Man­
agement Officer in writing, prior to the 
meeting, of their intention, to attend the 
March 28-29 meeting.

Any member of the public may file a 
written statement with the Committee 
before, during, or after the meeting, and, 
to the extent that time for the meeting 
permits, the Committee Chairman may 
allow public presentation of oral state­
ments at the meeting.

All communications regarding this 
Advisory Committee Meeting should be 
addressed, to Mr. Rene D. Tegtmeyer, 
Committee Management Officer for 
Trademark Affairs, Room 3-11D27, U.S. 
Patent Office, Washington, D.C. 20231.

Dated: March 5,1974.
C. Marshall Dann, 

Commissioner of Patents.
Approved: March 15,1974.

B etsy Ancker-J ohnson,
Assistant Secretary for 

Science and Technology.
[FR Doc.74-6379 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

D EPA R TM EN T O F H EALTH , 
EDUCATION, AN D  W ELFAR E  

Food and Drug Administration 
[FAP 4H2967J

OAKITE PRODUCTS, INC.
Notice of Filing of Petition for Food 

Additive
Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 

Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 409
(b )(5 ). 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(b)
(5)), notice is given that a petition (FAP 
4H2967) has been filed by Oakite Prod­
ucts, Inc., 50 Valley Road, Berkeley 
Heights, NJ 07922, proposing that § i21.- 
2547 Sanitizing solutions (21 CFR 121.- 
2547) be amended to provide for the safe 
use of sodium dodecylbenzena sulfonate 
as. a component of sanitizing solutions 
intended for use on food-processing 
equipment and utensils and on glass bot-

FEDERAL REGISTER, V O L  39, NO. 55— WEDNESDAY, MARCH 20* 1974



NOTICES 10461

ties and other glass containers intended 
for holding milk.

The environmental impact analysis re­
port and other relevant material have 
been reviewed, and it has been deter­
mined that the proposed use of the addi­
tive will not have a significant environ­
mental impact. Copies of the environ­
mental impact analysis report may be 
seen in the office of the Assistant Com­
missioner for Public Affairs, Rm. 15B-42 
or the office of the Hearing Clerk, Food 
and Drug Administration, Rm. 6-86, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 20852, 
during working hours, Monday through 
Friday.

Dated: March 12,1974.
Virgil O. Wodicka, 

Director, Bureau of Foods.
[PR Doc.74-6337 Piled 3-19-74; 8:45 am]

[PAP 3B2895]
WITCO CHEMICAL CORP.

Notice of Withdrawal of Petition for Food 
Additives

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 409
(b), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(b)), the 
following notice is issued;

In accordance with § 121.52 With­
drawal of petitions without prejudice of 
the procedural food additive regulations 
(21 CFR 121.52), Witco Chemical Corp., 
Organics Division, 400 North Michigan 
Ave.f Chicago IL 60611, has withdrawn 
its petition (FAP 3B2895), notice of 
which was published in the Federal Reg­
ister of May 30, 1973 (38 FR 14181), 
proposing that § 121.2526 Components of 
paper and paperboard in contact with 
aqueous and fa tty  foods (21 CFR 121.- 
2526) be amended to provide for the safe 
use of calcium isostearate and n-decanol 
as adjuvants or modifiers of aqueous cal­
cium stearate dispersions intended for 
use as components of coatings for paper 
and paperboard in contact with food.

Dated: March 12,1974.
Virgil O. Wodicka, 

Director, Bureau of Foods.
[FR Doc.74-6338 Piled 3-19-74;8:45 am]

National Institutes of Health
ANIMAL RESOURCES ADVISORY 

COMMITTEE
Notice of Meeting

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the Ani­
mal Resources Advisory Committee, Divi­
sion of Research Resources, May 6-7, 
1974, National Institutes of Health, 
Building 31, Conference Room 2. The 
meeting will be open to the public on 
May 6 from 9 am . to 10:30 a.m., during 
which time there will be a brief staff 
presentation on the current status of the 
Animal Resources Program. The Com­
mittee will select future meeting dates. 
The meeting will be closed to the public 
from 10:30 a.m. to 5 p.m. on May 6 and

from 9 am . to 5 pm . on May 7 to re­
view, discuss, and evaluate and/or rank 
grant applications in accordance with 
provisions set forth in section 552(b) 4 
of Title 5, U.S. Code, and section 10(d) 
of Pub. L. 92-463. Attendance by the pub­
lic will be limited to space available.

Mr. James Augustine, Health and Sci­
ence Reports Officer, Division of Re­
search Resources, Building 31, Room 
5B39, Bethesda, Maryland 20014, 496- 
5545, will provide summaries of the meet­
ing and rosters of the Committee mem­
bers.

Dr. John E. Holman, Executive Secre­
tary of the Committee, Building 31, Room 
5B35, Bethesda, Maryland 20014, 496- 
5507, will provide substantive program 
information.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 13.306, National Institutes of 
Health)

Dated: March 11,1974.
Leon M. Schwartz, 

Associate Director for Admin­
istration, National Institutes 
of Health.

[PR Doc.74-6352 Piled 3-19-74;8:45 am]

ARTIFICIAL KIDNEY-CHRONIC UREMIA 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Notice of Meeting
Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, no ticé is 

hereby given of the meeting of the Arti­
ficial Kidney-Chronic Uremia Advisory 
Committee, National Institute of Arthri­
tis, Metabolism, and Digestive Diseases, 
April 16-19, 1974, National Institutes of 
Health, Building 31, Room 9A51. This 
meeting will be open to the public on 
April 16 from 9 a.m. to 10 a.m. to discuss 
administrative reports. Attendance by 
the public will be limited to space avail­
able. The meeting will be closed to the 
public on April 16 from 10 a.m. until 
adjournment, and from 9 a.m. until ad­
journment on April 17, 18, 19, to discuss 
and review artificial kidney contract pro­
posals in accordance with the provisions 
set forth in section 552(b) 4 of Title V, 
U.S. Code and section 10(d) of Pub. L. 
92-463.

Mr. Victor Wartofsky, Information 
Officer, NIAMDD, NIH, Building 31, 
Room 9A04, Bethesda, Maryland 20014, 
(301) 496-3583, will provide summaries 
of meetings and rosters of committee 
members.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 13.828, National Institutes of 
Health)

Dated: March 11, 1974.
Leon M. Schwartz, 

Associate Director for Admin­
istration, National Institutes 
of Health.

[PR Doc.74-6354 Piled 3-19-74;8:45 am]

BREAST CANCER EPIDEMIOLOGY 
COMMITTEE

Notice of Meeting
Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 

hereby given of the meeting of the Breast

Cancer Epidemiology Committee, Na­
tional Cancer Institute, April 23, 1974, 
9 am . to 5 p.m., National Institutes of 
Health, Building 31, Conference Room 3. 
This meeting will be open to the public 
from 1 p.m. to 5 pm., April 23, 1974, to 
discuss ideas for new projects and Re­
quest for Proposals for Fiscal Year 1975, 
and closed to the public from 9 a.m. to 
noon, April 23, 1974, to review research 
contract proposals in accordance with 
the provisions set forth in section 552(b) 
4 of Title 5 U.S. Code and 10(d) of Pub. 
L. 92-463.

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early, Committee 
Management Officer, NCI, Building 31, 
Room 3A16, National Institutes of 
Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20014 (301- 
496-5708) will furnish summaries of the 
open/closed meeting and roster of com­
mittee members.

Dr. Bernice T. Radovich, Executive 
Secretary, Landow Building, Room 
B-404, National Institutes of Health, 
Bethesda, Maryland 20014 (301-496-6773 
will provide substantive program infor­
mation.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 13.825, National Institutes of 
Health)

Dated: March 11, 1974.
Leon M. Schwartz, 

Associate Director for Admin­
istration, National Institutes 
of Health.

[PR Doc.74-6355 Piled 3-19-74;8:45 am]

CANCER CONTROL EDUCATION REVIEW 
COMMITTEE

Notice of Meeting
Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 

hereby given of the meeting of the 
Cancer Control Education Review Com­
mittee, National Cancer Institute, April 
26, 1974, 8:30 a.m., National Institutes of 
Health, Building 1, Wilson Hall. This 
meeting will be open to the public from 
8:30 am . to 10:30 a.m., April 26, 1974, to 
discuss minutes of last meeting, an­
nouncements, program report and future 
meeting dates and closed to the public 
from 10:30 a.m. to 5 pm ., April 26, 1974, 
to review applications for contracts in 
the fields of education and training in 
accordance with the provisions set forth 
in section 552(b) 4 of Title 5 U.S. Code 
and 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463. Attendance 
by the public will be limited to space 
available.

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early, Committee 
Management Officer, NCI, Building 31, 
Room 3A16, National Institutes of 
Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20014, (301/ 
496-5708) will furnish summaries of the 
open/closed meeting and a roster of com­
mittee members.

Margaret H. Edwards, M.D., Executive 
Secretary, Blair Building, Room 729, Na­
tional Institutes of Health, Silver Spring, 
Maryland 20910 (301/427-8080) will pro­
vide substantive program information.
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(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 13.825, National Institutes of 
Health)

Dated: March 11,1974.
Leon M. S chwartz, 

Associate Director for Adminis­
tration, National Institutes 
of Health.

[FR Doc.74-6353 Filed 3-19-74,*8:45 am]

CANCER CONTROL TREATMENT AND
REHABILITATION REVIEW COMMITTEE

Notice of Meeting
Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 

hereby given of the meeting of the Can­
cer Control Treatment and Rehabilita­
tion Review Committe \  National Cancer 
Institute, April 25-26, 1974, 8:30 a.m. to 
5 p.m., Holiday Inn, 8777 Georgia Avenue, 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910, Silver 
Room—North. This meeting will be open 
to the public from 8:30 a.m. to 9:30 a.m., 
April 25,1974, to discuss the activities of 
the Cancer Control Treatment and Re­
habilitation Branches. Attendance by the 
public will be limited to space available. 
The meeting will be closed to the public 
from 9:30 a.m. to 5 p.m. on April 25,1974, 
and from 8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m. on April 26, 
1974, to review contracts in the field of 
cancer treatment in accordance with 
the provisions set forth in section 552
(b) (4) Title 5 U.S. Code and 10(d) of 
Pub. L. 92-463.

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early, Committee 
Management Officer, NCI, Building 31, 
Room 3A16, National Institutes of 
Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20014, (301/ 
496-5708) will furnish summaries of the 
open/closed meeting and roster of com­
mittee members.

Dr: Joseph W. Cullen, Executive Secre­
tary, Blair Building, 8300 Colesville Road, 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 (301/427- 
7477), will provide substantive program 
information.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 13.825, National Institutes of 
Health)

Dated: March 11, 1974.
Leon M. S chwartz, 

Associate Director for Adminis­
tration, National Institutes of 
Health.

{FR Doc.74-6346 Filed 8-19-74;8:45 am]

CANCER TREATMENT ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE

Notice of Meeting
Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 

hereby given of the meeting of the Cancer 
Treatment Advisory Committee, National 
Cancer Institute, April 29-30,1974, 9 a.m. 
to 5 p.m., National Institutes of Health, 
Building 31, Conference Room 10. The 
meeting will be open to the public and is 
being set up to discuss the National 
Cancer Program responsibilities of the 
Division of Cancer Treatment in thera­
peutic trials involving surgery, radiation, 
chemotherapy or immunotherapy. Also

on the agenda will be discussion of the 
peer review for Division contracts. At­
tendance by the public will be limited 
to space available.

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early, Committee 
Management Officer, NCI, Building 31, 
Room 3A-16, National Institutes of 
Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20014 (301- 
496-5708) will furnish summaries of the 
open meeting and roster of subcom­
mittee members.

Dr. C. Gorden Zubrod, Executive Sec­
retary, Building 31, Room 3A-52, Na­
tional Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Maryland 20014 (301-496-4291) will pro­
vide substantive program information.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 13.825, National Institutes of 
Health)

Dated: March 11, 1974.
Leon M. S chwartz, .

Associate Director for Adminis­
tration, National Institutes of 
Health.

[FR Doc.74-6349 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

CONTRACEPTIVE EVALUATION RESEARCH 
CONTRACT REVIEW COMMITTEE

Notice of Meeting
Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 

hereby given of the meeting of the 
Contraceptive Evaluation Research Con­
tract Review Committee, National 
Institute of Child Health and Human 
Development, April 25, 1974, National 
Institutes of Health, Landow Building, 
Conference Room A-809. The entire 
meeting will be open to the public from 
9 a.m. to 5 p.m. on April 25, to discuss 
objectives of the committee and for 
scientific presentations by staff members 
and committee members. Attendance by 
the public will be limited to space 
available.

Ms. Patricia Newman, Information 
Officer, National Institute of Child 
Health and Human Development, Lan­
dow Building, Room A-804A, National 
Institutes of Health, 496-5133, will pro­
vide summaries of the meeting and 
rosters of the committee members.

Dr. Heinz Berendes, Executive Secre­
tary of the Committee, Landow Building, 
Room A-716, National Institutes of 
Health, 496-4924, will provide substan­
tive program information.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 13.832, National Institutes of 
Health)

Dated: March 11, 1974.
Leon M. S chwartz, 

Associate Director for Admin­
istration, National Institutes 
of Health.

[FR Doc.74-6347 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

DIAGNOSTIC RESEARCH ADVISORY 
GROUP

Notice of Meeting
• Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the

Diagnostic. Research Advisory Group, 
National Cancer Institute, April 4-5, 
1974, 9 a.m. to 5 p.m., National Insti­
tutes of Health, Building 31, Conference 
Room 7. This meeting will be open to 
the public from 9 a.m. to 11 a.m., 
April 4, 1974, to discuss six new Re­
quests for Proposal concerning screen­
ing and detection of cancer. Attend­
ance by the public will be. limited to 
space available. The meeting will be 
closed to the public from 11 a.m. to 
close of meeting April 5, 1974, to review 
contract proposals in the fields of 
screening and detection of cancer, in 
accordance with the provisions set'forth 
in section 552(b) 4 of Title 5 U.S. Code 
and 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463.

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early, Committee 
Management Officer, NCI, Building 31 , 
Room 3A16, National Institutes of 
Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20014 (301/ 
496-5708) will furnish summaries of 
the open/closed meeting and roster of 
committee members.

Dr. Irvin Plough, Executive Secre­
tary, Building 31, Room 3A04, National 
Institutes of Health, Bethesda, Mary­
land 20014 (301/496-1591) will provide 
substantive program information.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 13.825, National Institutes of 
Health)

Dated: March 11, 1974.
Leon M. S chwartz, 

Associate Director for Admin­
istration, National Institutes 
of Health.

[FR Doc.74-6356 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

DIAGNOSTIC RESEARCH ADVISORY
GROUP SUBCOMMITTEE ON BREAST
CANCER DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS

Notice of Meeting
Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 

hereby given of the meeting of the 
Diagnostic Research Advisory Group’s 
Sub-committee on Breast Cancer Dem­
onstration Projects, National Cancer 
Institute, April 3, 1974, 9 a.m. to 5 p.m., 
National Institutes of Health, Landow 
Building, 7910 Woodmont Avenue, 
Bethesda, Maryland, Room C418. This 
meeting will be open to the public from 
9 a.m., to 5 p.m., April 3, 1974, to discuss 
and review the possibility of revising pro­
tocols and forms associated with Na­
tional Cancer Institute funded Breast 
Cancer Demonstration Projects. Attend­
ance by the public will be limited to space 
available.

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early, Committee 
Management Officer, NCI, Building 31, 
Room 3A16, National Institutes of 
Health, Bethesda, Maryland 20014 
(301/496-5708) will furnish summaries of 
the meeting and roster of committee 
members.

Dr. Irvin Plough, Executive Secretary, 
Building 31, Room 3A04, National In­
stitutes of Health, Bethesda, Maryland 
20014 (301/496-1591) will provide sub­
stantive program information.
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(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 13.825, National Institutes of 
Health.)

Dated: March 11,1974.
Leon M. S chwartz, 

Associate Director for Adminis­
tration, National Institutes of 
Health.

[FR Doc.74-6344 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

HEART AND LUNG PROGRAM—  
PROJECT COMMITTEE

Notice of Meeting
Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-436, notice is 

hereby given of the meeting of .the Heart 
and Lung Program—Project Committee, 
National Heart and Lung Institute, 
May 3-4, 1974, National Institutes of 
Health, Building 31, Conference Room 9. 
This meeting will be open to the public on 
May 3 from 8 a.m. to 9:30 a.m. to dis­
cuss. administrative details. Attendance 
by the public will be limited to space 
available. The meeting will be closed to 
the public on May 3 from 9:30 a.m. to ad­
journment on May 4 to review research 
grant applications in accordance with the 
provisions set forth in section 552(b) 4 of 
Title 5, U.S. Code and section 10(d) of 
Pub. L. 92-463.

The information Officer who will fur­
nish summaries of the meeting and 
rosters of Committee members is Mr. 
Hugh Jackson, National Heart and Lung 
Institute, Room C918, Landow Building, 
phone 496-4236. The Executive Secretary 
from whom substantive information 
may be obtained is Dr. Arthur W. Mer­
rick, NHLI, Room 655, Westwood Build­
ing, phone 496-7351.

Dated: March 11,1974.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 13.346, National Institutes of 
Health.)

Leon M. S chwartz, 
Associate Director for Adminis­

tration, National Institutes of 
Health.

[FR Doc.74-6351 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

PERIODONTAL DISEASES ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE

Notice of Meeting
Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 

hereby given of the meeting of the Peri­
odontal Diseases Advisory Committee, 
National Institute of Dental Research, 
May 6 and 7, 1974, National Institutes of 
Health, Building 31-C, Conference Room 
8. This meeting will be open to the public 
from .9 a.m. to 5 p.m. on May 6 and from 
9 a.m. to 12:30 p.m. on May 7, to discuss 
research progress, and research plans in 
periodontal disease with particular at­
tention to manpower needs for future 
periodontal disease research. The Com­
mittee will also consider the results of a 
recent workshop to assess research 
progress on the role of immunological 
mechanisms in periodontal disease. At­
tendance by the public will be limited to 
space available. The Executive Secre­

tary from whom substantive program in­
formation may be obtained is: Dr. An­
thony A. Rizzo, Scientist-Administrator, 
Extramural Programs, National Insti­
tute of Dental Research, National Insti­
tutes of Health, Westwood Building, 
Room 521, Bethesda, Maryland 20014.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 13.325 and 13.827 National Insti­
tutes of Health.)

Dated: March 11, 1974.
Leon M. S chwartz, 

Associate Director for Admin­
istration, National Institutes 
of Health.

[FR Doc.74-6348 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

POPULATION RESEARCH COMMITTEE 
Notice of Meeting

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the Pop­
ulation Research Committee, National 
Institute of Child Health and Human 
Development, April 26, 1974, National 
Institutes of Health, Landow Building, 
Conference Room C-418. This meeting 
will be open to the public on April 26 
from 9 a.m. to 10:30 a.m. to discuss the 
program status and projections for Pop­
ulation Research Centers and Program 
Projects. Attendance by the public will 
be limited to space available. The meet­
ing will be closed to the public on April 
26 from 10:30 a.m. to adjournment on 
April 26 to discuss and evaluate research 
grant applications in accordance with 
the provisions set forth in section 552
(b)4 of Title 5, U.S. Code and section 
10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463.

Mrs. Majorie Neff, Committee Man­
agement Officer, NICHD, Landow Build­
ing, Room C-603, National Institutes of 
Health, 496-1756, will provide summaries 
of meetings and rosters of committee 
members.

Mrs. Marjorie Neff, Committee Man- 
tary, Room C-729, Landow Building, Na­
tional Institutes of Health, 496-6515, 
will furnish substantive program infor­
mation.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro­
gram No. 13.317, National Institutes of 
Health)

Dated: March 11,1974.
Leon M. S chwartz, 

Associate Director for Admin­
istration, National Institutes 
of Health.

[FR Doc.74-6350 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

Office of the Secretary 
HEALTH SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

Statement of Organization, Functions, and 
Delegations of Authority

This amendment to the Statement of 
Organization, Functions, and Delegations 
of Authority of the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, reflects 
the implementation of the Reorganiza­
tion Order effective July 1, 1973 signed 
by Acting Secretary Frank Carlucci (36 
FR 18261, July 9, 1973), with respect to

the organization of the Health Services 
Administration as an operating health 
agency of the Department. There is 
hereby established a new Part 3, Health 
Services Administration, as set forth 
below.

Sec. 3-A Mission. The Health Services 
Administration (3000) provides a na­
tional focus for programs and health 
services for all people of the United 
States with emphasis on achieving the 
integration of service delivery and public 
and private financing systems to assure 
their responsiveness to the needs of in­
dividuals and families in all levels of 
society.

To these ends, the Health Services 
Administration (3000): (1) Administers 
health service delivery programs sup­
ported by project grants, contracts or 
other arrangements; (2) provides lead­
ership to and supports efforts designed 
to integrate health service delivery pro­
grams with public and private health 
financing programs; (3) administers for­
mula grant-supported health services 
programs; (4) assures quality and con­
tain costs of service provided through 
the public financing programs; (5) pro­
vides or arranges for personal health 
services, including both hospital and 
out-patient care, to designated benefici­
aries; and (6) provides advice and sup­
port to the Assistant Secretary for 
Health in the formulation of health 
policies.

Sec. 3-B Organization and functions. 
The Health Services Administration 
(3000) is directed by an Administrator 
(HSA) who is responsible to the Assistant 
Secretary for Health. The Administration 
consists of the following major compo­
nents, with functions as indicated:

Office of the Administrator (3AA0)
Provides leadership and direction to 

the programs and activities of the Health 
Services Administration.

immediate Office of the Administrator 
(3AA1). (1) Manages and directs the ac­
tivities, of the Health Services Adminis­
tration; (2) provides leadership for the 
execution of Administration responsibili­
ties related to the conduct and improve­
ment of health services for the people of 
all socioeconomic levels in the United 
States; and (3) provides advice and suo- 
port to the Assistant Secretary for Health 
in coordinating health services facilities 
and in the formulation of national health 
policy.

Executive Secretariat (3AA105). (1) 
Serves as the focal point in the control of 
written communications from and to the 
Administrator including their receipt, re­
view, action assignment and follow-up to 
insure timely and appropriate action; (2) 
establishes standards for and insures the 
quality of written communications 
throughout the Administration; (3) 
maintains for the Administrator a docket 
of pending requests and a structured de­
vice for insuring timeliness of response;
(4) plans, develops and maintains a cen­
tral system of response to public and of­
ficial requests for program information 
and guidance; (5) establishes and main-
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tains central files for the Administrator; 
and (6) establishes and assures imple­
mentation of Administration correspond­
ence procedures and policies.

Office of Equal Employment Oppor­
tunity (3AA107). (1) Provides leadership 
and policy and program direction to 
Equal Employment Opportunity Pro­
grams of the Health Services Adminis­
tration; (2) provides staff advice and 
support to the Administrator in executing 
Federal equal employment opportunity 
policies; (3) plans and develops programs 
and procedures designed to eliminate dis­
criminatory employment practices; (4) 
receives and provides for the investiga­
tion of complaints of alleged discrimina­
tion; and (5) maintains liaison with the 
Equal Employment Opportunity staff of 
the Assistant Secretary for Health re­
garding program administration and the 
resolution of complaints.

Office of Communications and Public 
Affairs (3 A A3). Under the direction of 
the Associate Administrator for Com­
munications and Public Affairs, who is a 
member of the Administrator’s immedi­
ate staff: (1) Provides leadership and 
general policy and program direction, 
conducts and coordinates communica­
tions and public affairs activities of the 
Health Services Administration; (2) pro­
vides communications and public affairs 
expertise, and staff advice and support to 
the Administrator in program and policy 
formulation and execution; (3) develops 
and implements policies related to ex­
ternal media relations and internal em­
ployee communications; (4) establishes 
and implements procedures for develop­
ment, review, processing, quality control, 
and dissemination of HSA communica­
tions materials; (5) serves as Communi­
cations and Public Affairs Officer for the 
Administrator including the establish­
ment and maintenance of productive re­
lationships with the communications 
media; (6) provides central communica­
tions services to all HSA programs in 
such areas as graphics and audio-visual; 
and (7) serves as focal point for coor­
dination of HSA communications activi­
ties with those of other health agencies 
within HEW and with regional, State, 
local, voluntary and professional organi­
zations.

;Office of Public Information QAA303) . 
(1) Provides information to the news 
gathering and reporting media on HSA 
activities; (2) prepares news releases 
and other news material issued by the 
Administrator and other key officials of 
"HSA; (3) coordinates and arranges news 
conferences, briefings, interviews, and 
appearance of the Administrator and key 
HSA officials on radio and television and 
with the print media, and (4) carries out 
projects on special information programs.

Office of Editorial Operations 
(3AA305). (1) Develops and coordinates 
the application of HSA policies, plans, 
and strategies for dissemination of 
health information to the public; (2) 
plans the preparation of, coordinates the 
gathering of material for, edits, and pro­
duces both public and scientific publi­

cations with HSArwide implications; (3) 
prepares speech material and background 
information for the Administrator and 
other key HSA officials; and (4) pre­
pares fact sheets on various elements of 
the Agency for dissemination internally 
and externally.

Office of Service Support (3AA307). 
(1) Develops and implements policies 
and practices for coordinating, review­
ing, and approving publishing plans and 
activities; (2) reviews and approves dis­
tribution plans for health publications 
produced by the Agency; (3) maintains 
liaison with key HSA officials to foster 
informational programs and activities;
(4) establishes and provides technical 
assistance on standards, procedures, and 
systems governing the management of 
public affairs operations within HSA; and
(5) insures effectiveness of public affairs 
programs and operations through ongo­
ing evaluation for accuracy and appro­
priateness.

Office of Audiovisual Communications 
(3AA309). (1) Develops and implements 
policies and guidelines On the use of 
audiovisual materials in fostering HSA 
programs and projects; (2) provides 
technical assistance to HSA operating 
Bureaus on the application of audiovis­
ual techniques and the production of 
audiovisual materials; and (3) provides 
complete audiovisual services as required, 
including the planning and production 
of audiovisual materials for use by the 
media and the overseeing of produc­
tion of audiovisual materials by 
contractors.

Office of Planning, Evaluation and 
- Legislation (3AA5). Under the direction 

of the Associate Administrator for Plan­
ning, Evaluation and Legislation who is 
a member of the Administrator’s imme­
diate staff: (1) Serves as the Admin­
istrator’s primary staff unit and principal 
source of advice on program planning, 
program evaluation, operational plan­
ning, regulation development, and leg­
islative affairs; (2) develops in collab­
oration with financial management staff 
the long-range program and financial 
plan for the Administration; (3) over­
sees, in coordination with the Office of 
the Assistant Secretary for Health, com­
munications between HSA and higher 
levels of government (including the 
Office of the Secretary, the Office of 
Management and Budget, and Congress) 
on all matters that involve long range 
plans, the regulation development proc­
ess, evaluations of program perform­
ance, or legislative affairs; (4) develops 
long range goals, objectives, and priori­
ties for HSA; (5) directs all activities 
within HSA which have the goal of 
comparing the costs of the agency’s pro­
grams with their benefits, including the 
preparation and implementation of 
comprehensive program evaluation 
plans; (6) oversees the development of 
annual operating objectives and coordi­
nates HSA’s participation in the opera­
tional planning system; (7) directs all 
the legislative affairs of HSA, includ­
ing the development of legislative pro­
posals and a legislative program; (8) acts

as the focal point in HSA for the prep­
aration, development, and monitoring 
of program regulations; and (9) con­
ducts policy analyses and develops pol­
icy positions in programmatic areas for 
HSA.

Office of Analysis (3AA503). (1)
Participates in the analysis of policy 
issues in the planning, evaluation, regula­
tion, and legislative areas, using its own 
staff expertise on each one of HSA’s pro­
grams; (2) provides technical assistance 
to support the statistical, economic, 
operations research, and other scientific 
analyses of policy questions undertaken 
in HSA; (3) provides technical assist­
ance to the other components of the 
Office of Planning, Evaluation, and 
Legislation; (4) analyzes trends and 
makes forecasts about national health 
services delivery systems for use in the 
program management and decision-mak­
ing process; and (5) develops appropriate 
roles for Federal health service delivery 
programs in achieving solutions to prob­
lems of illness and disease.

Office of Evaluation and Operational 
Planning (3AA505). (1) Serves as the 
Administrator’s primary staff unit and 
principal source of advice on operational 
planning and program evaluation; (2) 
oversees communications between HSA 
and higher levels of government on all 
matters that involve operational objec­
tives or evaluations of program perform­
ance; (3) maintains liaison with other 
Federal and non-Federal health agen­
cies on matters within its area of respon­
sibility; (4) directs all activities within 
HSA which have the goal of comparing 
the costs of the agency’s programs with 
their benefits; (5) identifies for the Ad­
ministrator any missing program per­
formance data required for use in the 
management and direction of HSA pro­
grams; (6) prepares and implements 
comprehensive program evaluation 
strategies to obtain needed evaluative 
data; (7) monitors on-going information 
systems which produce evaluative data 
about the agency’s programs; (8) per­
forms analyses of the impact of agency 
programs on specific groups within the 
population including minorities;. (9) 
oversees the development of annual op­
erating objectives and coordinates HSA’s 
participation in the operational planning 
system; (10) collects and analyzes pe­
riodic reports of progress toward the 
achievement of annual objectives; (11) 
identifies problem areas in achieving 
operational objectives and recommends 
actions to be taken in response to those 
problems; and (12) provides staff sup­
port for the Administrator on matters 
involving management conferences with 
higher level officials.

Office of Program Planning (3AA507). 
(1) Serves as the Administrator’s pri­
mary staff unit and principal source of 
advice on program planning; (2) over­
sees communications between HSA and 
higher levels of government on all mat­
ters that involve program plans; (3) 
maintains liaison with other Federal and 
non-Federal health agencies on matters 
within its areas of responsibility; (4)
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develops long range goals, objectives, and 
priorities for HSA; (5) develops in col­
laboration with financial management 
staff the long-range program and finan­
cial plan for the Administration; (6) 
analyzes budgetary data with regard to 
planning guidelines; (7) prepares policy 
analysis papers and other planning doc­
uments as required in HSA’s forward 
planning process and (8) collaborates 
with the Office of Management in the de­
velopment of the current and budget year 
financial plans.

Office of Legislation (3AA509). (1) 
Serves as the Administrator’s primary 
staff unit and principal source of advice 
on legislative affairs; (2) acts as the focal 
point in the agency for the preparation, 
development, and monitoring of HSA’s 
regulations; (3) oversees communica­
tions between HSA and higher levels of 
government on all matters that involve 
legislative affairs and regulation develop­
ment; (4) oversees the legislative affairs 
of HSA; (5) develops legislative pro­
posals and a legislative program for 
HSA's area of responsibility; (6) prepares 
HSA’s analyses, position papers, and re­
ports on proposed legislation; (7) assists 
in the preparation of testimony and 
backup materials on HSA legislative pro­
gram for presentation to Congressional 
Committees; (8) monitors hearings and 
Congressional activities affecting HSA;
(9) coordinates the preparation of in­
formation requested by, and provides 
technical assistance to, Congressional 
Committees, Members of Congress, or 
their staffs in relation to HSA’s legisla­
tive program and (10) coordinates the 
distribution of legislative materials and 
serves as a legislative reference center.

Office of Management (3AA9). Under 
the direction of the Associate Adminis­
trator for Management, who is a member 
of the Administrator's immediate staff: 
(1) Provides Administration-wide leader­
ship, program direction, and coordina­
tion of all phases of management; (2) 
provides management expertise, and staff 
advice and support to the Administrator 
in program and policy formulation and 
execution; (3) plans, directs and coor­
dinates the Administration's activities in 
the areas of management policy, finan­
cial management, personnel manage­
ment, grants and contracts management, 
procurement, real and personal property 
accountability and management, systems 
management, and administrative serv­
ices; (4) plans and conducts an Equal 
Employment Opportunity program for 
the Office of the Administrator; and (5) 
provides direction to the Executive Of­
ficer for the Office of the Administrator.

Office of Contracts and Grants 
(3AA903). (1) Formulates and issues Ad­
ministration policies, procedures, stand­
ards and instructions for procurement 
management (including negotiated con­
tracts) and grants management; (2) 
provides advice and consultation on in­
terpretation and application of regula­
tory issuances, and Department and PHS 
policies and procedures affecting pro­
curement (contracting) and grants man­
agement; (3) establishes standards and 
guides for, and evaluates the Adminis­

tration’s grants and procurement man­
agement operations; (4) compiles, ana­
lyzes and publishes data essential to the 
administration of contracting and grants 
activities; (5) executes, administers and 
terminates negotiated contracts; (6) re­
views and recommends action concerning 
requests for waivers, appeals, deviations, 
determinations and findings, and pro­
tects against awards required to be di­
rected to the Office of the Secretary; (7) 
coordinates Administration positions and 
actions with respect to grants audit re­
quirements and results; and (8) exer­
cises surveillance over the exercise of 
delegated procurement authorities by 
HSA filed installations.

Office of Financial Management 
(.3AA9Ù5).. (1) Collaborates in the de­
velopment df the long range program 
and financial plan for the Administra­
tion; (2) develops policies and instruc­
tions for budget preparation and presen­
tation; (3) prepares budget submissions;
(4) participates in budget hearings; (5) 
allocates resources, dollars and positions;
(6) manages a system of budgetary fund 
and position controls; (7) directs plan­
ning and implementation of fiscal sys­
tems and procedures; (8) provides ac­
counting services for activities of the Of­
fice of the Assistant Secretary for 
Health, Health Services Administration, 
Health Resources Administration, Alco­
hol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health Ad­
ministration, and Center for Disease 
Control; (9) prepares financial reports;
(10) participates in development of poli­
cies and procedures concerning financial 
aspects of grants and negotiated con­
tracts; (11) furnishes financial advice to 
contracting officers; and (12) maintains 
liaison with the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Health, Office of the Secre­
tary, and Office of Management and 
Budget.

Office of Management Policy (.3AA907) . 
(1) Conducts organization and manage­
ment studies and surveys; (2) initiates or 
reviews proposals for establishing or 
modifying organizational structure or 
function, delegations of authority, and 
management objectives, policies, and 
standards; (3) negotiates solutions to 
intra- and inter-agency problems of or­
ganization, functions, delegations, pro­
cedures, or coordination; (4) conducts 
Administration-wide management im­
provement programs including man­
power utilization and productivity meas­
urement; (5) participates in program 
and legislative planning to assure recog­
nition of management problems; (6) 
manages the documentation and issuance 
system of the Administration; (7) pro­
vides staff support in the establishment, 
organization, operation, and termination 
of HSA public advisory committees; and 
(8) conducts the records and forms man­
agement programs of the Administration.

Office of Personnel (3AA909). (1) 
Plans, directs, and coordinates personnel 
management programs to meet the par­
ticular needs of the Health Services Ad­
ministration; (2) provides personnel 
management advisory services to the Ad­
ministrator, Associate Administrator for 
Management, and other key officials

throughout thè Administration; (3) de­
velops policies, procedures, and standards 
for personnel matters involving both 
Commissioned Officers and civil service 
employees in those areas where special 
Health Services Administration require­
ments exist; (4) provides staff guidance 
and support to headquarters and field 
components in the areas of manpower 
planning, employment, employee de­
velopment, upward mobility, labor rela­
tions, employee relations, security, posi­
tion and pay management and in the 
self-evaluation of personnel activities; 
and (5) maintains liaison with the Office 
of the Assistant Secretary for Health, the 
Office of the Secretary, the Civil Service 
Commission, and other agencies con­
cerned with personnel management.

Office of Property Management 
(3AA911). (1) Plans, directs, and coordi­
nates property management programs 
(including personal and real property) 
covering Headquarters and field activi­
ties; (2) provides advice on matters re­
lating to the development and execu­
tion of property management policies 
and programs; (3) develops procedures 
and provides training for property man­
agement operations; (4) interprets regu­
latory issuances and provides guidance 
and technical assistance in property 
management areas; (5) evaluates Health 
Services Administration property man­
agement programs, systems and activi­
ties (including on-site reviews) ; (6) ad­
ministers a Health Services Administra­
tion-wide program for safety manage­
ment; (7) administers the Perry Point 
Supply Service Center and (8) maintains 
necessary liaison with other organiza­
tions concerned with property manage­
ment activities.

Office of Systems Management (3AA- 
913). (1) Serves as the focal point in 
HSA for the development of Agency­
wide systems and for ADP policy, plan­
ning, and evaluation; (2) Facilitates co­
ordination within the Administration to 
ensure compatibility between Adminis­
tration, PHS, and Department ADP ac­
tivities; (3) Develops HSA information 
systems; (4) Develops and implements 
an HSA ADP evaluation program to eval­
uate ADP resource utilization and to as­
sess the utility of computer application 
systems; (5) Establishes the Data Base 
Administration program within HSA; (6) 
Develops, operates, and manages the 
Parkl awn central computer facility per­
forming a service function for CDC, HRA, 
HSA, OASH, and ADAMHA, and provid­
ing services to other Federal components 
as requested; (7) Coordinates with of­
ficials of these organizations to ensure 
that operational equipment and systems 
needs are met and that adjustments are 
made as changes in Program emphasis 
occur; (8) Participates in the develop­
ment of Public Health Service-wide in­
formation systems; (9' Evaluates and 
obtains data management systems and 
other software to meet user information 
system requirements; (10) Participates 
in audits of information systems; (11) 
Participates in the development and im­
plementation of a PHS National-wide 
communications network; and (12) De-
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velops and implements a program to 
evaluate ADP resource utilization within 
the Parklawn complex.

Executive Office (3AA915) . (a) For the 
Office of the Administrator plans, directs, 
and coordinates administrative manage­
ment activities; (b) Provides adminis­
trative management services including 
personnel, financial, materiel manage­
ment and general administrative serv­
ices; (c) Develops and implements man­
agement policies, procedures, systems 
and practices; (d) Serves as the focal 
point for liaison with the Office of the 
Assistant Secretary for Health on finan­
cial, personnel, organization, supply, and 
other management concerns of OA; and
(e) Acts for the Associate Administrator 
for Management concerning space, park­
ing, and communications management 
for HSA headquarters and represents him 
in matters relating to the management of 
the Parklawn Building.

Bureau o f  C o m m u n i t y  Health 
Services (3B00)

The Bureau of Community Health 
Services serves as a national focus for 
efforts to improve the organization and 
delivery of health services in the con­
text of the major health care financing 
programs. To this end, the Bureau (1) 
facilitates the development of locally- 
based programs of health services deliv­
ery; (2) initiates activities which pro­
vide alternate methods of health serv­
ice delivery and health maintenance;
(3) enhances the capacity of existing 
health service programs for full partici­
pation in the major public health 
financing systems—Medicare and Medic­
aid; (4) administers programs provid­
ing specific services to specific popula­
tions including family planning, mater­
nal and child health care, and migrant 
care; (5) directs programs, including the 
National Health Service Corps, which 
assure accessibility to health care in 
underserved areas; and (6) improves 
quality and contains costs of services 
provided in grant-initiated health serv­
ice delivery programs.

Office of the Director (3B01). (1) Pro­
vides leadership and direction for 
Bureau activities including Equal Em­
ployment Opportunity, and control of 
written communications ; (2) provides 
guidance and coordination to each major 
catégorial program provided for by leg­
islation or appropriation, by acting as a 
central point of reference for program 
continuity and information;, (3) estab­
lishes program policies, goals and ob­
jectives; (4) provides program develop­
ment and support services for Bureau 
activities; (5) communicates and inter­
prets program policies, guidelines, and 
priorities to Regional Offices; (6) stim­
ulates, coordinates and evaluates devel­
opment and progress of the Bureau ac­
tivities; (7) maintains relationships with 
HSA, other HEW operating agencies, 
other Federal agencies, and through the 
Regional Offices, State and local gov­
ernments, consumer groups, and national 
organizations concerned with health 
affairs.

Program Office for National Health 
Service Corps <3B04);  Program Office 
for Maternal and Child Health (3B05); 
Program Office for Family Planning 
(3B06);  Program Office for Migrant 
Health (3B07); Program Office for 
Neighborhood Health Centers (3B08); 
Program Office for Health Maintenance 
Organizations (3B09).

Under the direction of an Associate 
Bureau Director who is a member of the 
Bureau Director’s immediate staff: (1) 
Carries out the Bureau of Community 
Health Service’s nationwide role in ef­
forts to improve the organization and 
delivery of health services by serving as 
both the advocate and point of account­
ability for the specific categorical pro­
grams; (2) develops and establishes na­
tional policies and objectives for such 
programs; (3) provides leadership and 
direction for legislative activities in the 
program area, including both the devel­
opment of proposals and plans and the 
interpretation of enacted legislation and 
reports; (4) develops long and short- 
range program goals and objectives; (5) 
is accountable for the administration 
of funds and other resources for grants, 
contracts, and technical assistance, uti­
lizing the full resources of the Bureau in 
fulfilling the program’s mission and re­
sponsibilities; (6) tracks BCHS and 
Regional Office activities in program 
matters to insure that delegated re­
sponsibilities are being carried out, 
including direct and indirect communi­
cations, Regional Office conferences and 
field visits as warranted; (7) coordinates 
the development of, and establishes reg­
ulations, guidelines, and standards for 
professional services, and for the effec­
tive organization and administration of 
health programs, and the improvement 
of health services and staff development 
specific to the program of concern; (8) 
interprets policies, regulations, guide­
lines, standards, and priorities to higher 
echelons, within PHS, to Regional Offices, 
grantee agencies, institutions and or­
ganizations; (9) provides coordination 
with other programs providing health 
services including voluntary official and 
other community agencies; (10) estab­
lishes and provides liaison in program 
matters with other programs within 
BCHS and HSA, within PHS, with the 
Department and with other Federal 
agencies, consumer groups and national 
organizations concerned with health 
matters, and through the Regional Of­
fices, with State and local governments.

Office of Program Support (.3B19). (1) 
Plans, directs, and evaluates the admin­
istrative management support activities 
of the Bureau; (2) provides guidance to 
the Bureau on financial management ac­
tivities, including program policy inter­
pretation in budget formulation and ex­
ecution, preparation of program plan­
ning and budgeting data and financial 
management of grants; (3) participates 
and advises the Bureau Director in the 
allocation of the Bureau’s personnel and 
funding resources; (4) interprets and 
implements agency management policies, 
procedures and systems and develops ad­

ditional policies and procedures to satisfy 
other internal management requirements 
of the Bureau; (5) interprets policy and 
provides direction in the conduct of the 
Bureau’s contract and formula and proj­
ect grant activities; (6) provides program 
support services to the operating com­
ponents of the Bureau on matters relat­
ing to the professional public and other 
Federal and non-Federal organizations;
(7) provides administrative support serv­
ices to the programs of the Bureau in the 
conduct of day-to-day operations; (8) 
serves as the Bureau Director’s principal 
advisor on all matters relating to Bureau 
management and administrative support 
activities; and (9) maintains close liai­
son with the Associate Administrator for 
Management, HSA, with other officials of 
the Office of the Administrator, HSA, 
and as required and appropriate with of­
ficials of the Office of Assistant Secretary 
for Health and the Office of the Secretary 
on matters relating to the Bureau man­
agement and administrative support ac­
tivities.

Office of Program Development 
(3B31). (1) Serves as the Bureau Di­
rector’s principal staff arm for program 
planning and coordination, including the 
development of program alternatives and 
policy positions; (2) oversees planning 
and tracking functions in support of pol­
icy formulation and program implemen­
tation; (3) advises the Bureau Director 
and his immediate staff on program pol­
icy and operational implications arising 
from activities of the Office; (4) col­
laborates with the Program Support Of­
fice in the development and implemen­
tation of the 5-year program and 
financial plan for the Bureau’s program 
planning and budgeting system; (5) 
coordinates the development of legisla­
tive program with planning; and (6) 
conducts special inquiries and studies.

Division of Policy Development (3B41). 
(1) Directs and administers the develop­
ment of (a) policy, regulations, guide­
lines, related standards necessary for the 
operation, management and evaluation 
of legislated health care programs ad­
ministered by the Bureau; and (b) cri­
teria, methods and guides for program 
performance, and for the annual alloca­
tion of funding resources; (2) provides 
related consultation to Regional Office 
staffs, and through the Regional Offices, 
to State and local agencies, grantees and 
other representatives of the health care 
delivery system.

Division of Clinical Services (3B45). 
(1) Plans, directs, administers and co­
ordinates the Bureau’s Clinical Services 
and related professional health care ac­
tivities at both the national and interna­
tional level through programs of grants, 
contracts and direct staff consultation, 
guidance and technical assistance sup­
port; (2) establishes program objectives, 
standards and policies for guidance, 
through the Regional Offices, of state, 
local and other concerned organizations;
(3) administers programs for: (a) re­
search and development, (b) applied re­
search in maternal and child health, 
crippled children and family planning
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services; (c) staff training and develop­
ment for regional, state and local agen­
cies and grantees, and (d) areas of spe­
cial concern such as mental retardation, 
lead poisoning, metabolic disorders, etc.;
(4) collaborates in the development and 
dissemination of materials on research 
findings, trends and developments and 
other appropriate informational and edu­
cational matters.

Division of Health Services Financing 
(3B51). (1) Directs and administers the 
development of (a) policy, standards, and 
strategies in the organization and ad­
ministration of financial and related 
business management aspects of health 
care programs administered by the Bu­
reau, (b) mechanisms for determining 
the need, the present status, and the 
potential capability for maximizing third 
party reimbursement, (c) new or im­
proved technologies, and practices for 
management of financial systems, and
(d) measures and indicators of the effec­
tiveness of these systems; (2) provides 
related technical advice and consulta­
tion to Regional Office staffs, and through 
Regional Offices to State and local agen­
cies, grantees and other representatives 
of the health care delivery system; (3) 
collaborates with other Bureau organiza­
tions to facilitate the use and dissemina­
tion of research findings and to inform 
the public about the health delivery 
needs, trends, and developments of spe­
cial population groups served by the 
Bureau.

Division of Organization Development 
(3B55). (1) Directs and administers a 
program to improve the organization and 
structure of health care delivery systems 
based on analyses of deficiencies in ex­
isting systems so as to reduce costs and 
increase quality and efficiency; (2) par­
ticipates in the development and assess­
ment of measures and indicators of pro­
gram effectiveness; (3) provides related 
consultation to Associate Bureau Direc­
tors, PHS Regional Office staffs, State 
and local agencies, grantees and other 
representatives of the health care deliv­
ery system.

Division; of Monitoring and Analysis 
(3B59). (£) Plans, directs, and adminis­
ters: (a) the development, management, 
and application of evaluative tools and 
indicators to measure State, local and 
other grantee performance, (b) the moni­
toring, through Regional Offices, of the 
performance of Bureau health care 
projects, including PHS Regional Office 
management of these projects, as it re­
lates to the efficiency and quality of serv­
ices provided, and (c) the conducting of 
analyses and studies designed to supple­
ment knowledge of existing patterns and 
trends in health care delivery systems in 
order to identify gaps in services and de­
velop cost and quality comparisons and 
relative benefits of delivery mechanisms; 
and (2) provides and coordinates con­
sultative services to PHS Regional Offices, 
and through the Regional Offices, to State 
and local agencies, and others Respon­
sible for the health care delivery system.
Bureau op Quality Assurance (3HOO)

Provides national leadership and 
direction to efforts to assure that health

care services provided under the Medi­
care, Medicaid, and other Federal pro­
grams are medically necessary and fur­
nished in the most economical manner 
consistent with recognized professional 
standards of care, and serves as the na­
tional focus for assuring accountability 
to health care consumers for the quality 
of health care services. To this end, the 
Bureau: (1) In coordination with the So­
cial Security Administration (SSA) the 
Social and Rehabilitation Service (SRS), 
and components of the Public Health 
Service (PHS) : (a) Develops quality as­
surance standards and appropriate health 
policies, coordinates their implementa­
tion among the health programs for 
which the Federal government has re­
sponsibility, and evaluates their impact 
on the utilization, quality, and cost of 
health care services; (b) develops con­
ditions and standards of participation for 
providers and suppliers of health serv­
ices under the Medicare and Medicaid 
programs, including health and safety 
standards, and coordinates their applica­
tion, monitoring, and appraisal ; (c) de­
velops, interprets, and implements 
policies for professional standards review 
and related peer review and utilization 
review programs under Medicare and 
Medicaid including responsibility for 
entering into agreements with Profes­
sional Standards Review Organizations 
(PSROs) and Professional Standards Re­
view (PSR) State Councils; (d) develops, 
interprets, and evaluates health care and 
health-related policies with respect to the 
implementation of the End-Stage Renal 

Disèase provision of the Social Security 
Act, and coordinates with Medicare the 
implementation and monitoring of these 
policies; (e) develops and implements 
principles of reimbursement for PSROs, 
PSR State Councils, and develops poli­
cies with respect to the operational as­
pects of peer and utilization review pro­
grams including their monitoring, and 
evaluation; (2) identifies issues for Office 
of the General Counsel (OGC) analysis 
on such legal and technical. aspects as 
peer review, utilization review and health 
standards policies; (3) determines in­
formation and data reporting, collection, 
and systems requirements for PSRO, and 
coordinates their implementation with 
SSA, SRS, and the Health Resources Ad­
ministration (HRA) ; (4) in cooperation 
with SSA and HRA, determines informa­
tion requirements and develops systems 
to implement such requirements to assure 
the quality of services provided under the 
End-Stage Renal Disease Program: (5) 
coordinates activities of other agenices 
involved in the monitoring and appraisal 
of peer review and health-^related Fed­
eral programs to determine the impact on 
quality, utilization, access, and cost of 
care; (6) in collaboration with HRA 
undertakes demonstration and research 
projects to develop improved methods and 
techniques for conducting peer review 
and assuring quality of carer (7) con­
ducts ongoing programs of informational 
and technical advice and assistance to 
peer review organizations and the medi­
cal community generally; (2) provides 
programmatic and technical direction to 
tile PHS Regional Office staffs responsi­

ble for peer review and health standards 
programs; and (9) provides analytic and 
technical support to the National Pro­
fessional Standards Review Council.

Office of the Director (3H01). (1) Pro­
vides leadership and general direction to 
Bureau activities including Equal Em­
ployment Opportunity and the control of 
written communication, and provides 
guidance and coordination to each major 
Bureau component by acting as a cen­
tral point of reference for program con­
tinuity and information; (2) establishes 
Bureau policies, goals, and objectives;
(3) communicates and interprets pro­
gram policies, guidelines, and priorities 
to PHS Regional Offices; (4) coordinates 
and evaluates development and progress 
of the Bureau activities; and (5) main­
tains relationships with other HEW 
operating agencies, other Federal agen­
cies, State and local governments, con­
sumer groups, and national organiza­
tions concerned with health affairs.

Office of Program Support (3H19). (1) 
Plans, directs, and evaluates the adminis­
trative management support activities of 
the Bureau; (2) Provides guidance to the 
Bureau on financial management activi­
ties, including program policy interpreta­
tion in budget formulation and execution, 
preparation of program planning and 
budgeting data and financial manage­
ment of agreements; (3) participates and 
advises the Bureau Director in the al­
location, of the Bureau’s personnel and 
funding resources; (4) interprets and 
implements agency management poli­
cies, . procedures and systems and 
develops additional policies and proce­
dures to satisfy other internal manage­
ment requirements of the Bureau; (5) 
interprets policy and provides direction 
in the conduct of the Bureau’s contract 
and agreement activities; (6) provides 
program support services to the operat­
ing components of the Bureau on matters 
relating to the professional public and 
other Federal and non-Federal organiza­
tions; (7) provides administrative sup­
port services to the programs of the Bu­
reau in the conduct of day-to-day opera­
tions; (8) serves as the Bureau Director’s 
principal advisor on all matters relat­
ing to Bureau management and adminis­
trative support activities; and (9) main­
tains close liaison with the Associate Ad­
ministrator for Management, HSA, with 
other officials of the Office of the Ad­
ministrator, HSA, and as required and 
appropriate with officials of the Office of 
Assistant Secretary for Health and the 
Office of the Secretary on matters relat­
ing to the Bureau management and ad­
ministrative support activities.

Office of Program Development 
(3H31). (1) Serves as the Bureau Direc­
tor’s principal staff arm for program 
planning and coordination, including the 
development of program alternatives and 
policy positions; (2) oversees planning 
and tracking functions in support of 
policy formulation and program imple­
mentation; (3) advises the Bureau 
Director and his immediate staff on pro­
gram policy and operational implications 
arising from activities of the Bureau; (4) 
collaborates with the Office of Program 
Support and operating Divisions in the
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development and implementation of the
5-year program and financial plan for 
the Bureau’s program planning and 
budgeting system; (5) coordinates the 
development of information relating to 
the legislative needs of the Bureau; and
(6) conducts special inquiries and
.studies.

Division of Provider Standards and 
Certification (3H41). (1) In coordina­
tion with SSA, SRS, and components of 
PHS, develops, evaluates, and imple­
ments health and safety standards and 
other medical care policies for providers 
and suppliers of health services undpr 
Medicare, Medicaid, and other Federal 
reimbursement and support programs;
(2) in participation with SSA, SRS, and 
other components of HEW, administers, 
monitors and evaluates the HEW health 
provider and supplier certification pro­
grams; (3) participates with SSA and 
SRS in the conduct of training, informa­
tional, and other activities for improv­
ing the provider and supplier certifica­
tion program; (4) provides consultation 
on provider and supplier standards and 
their implementation to other Federal 
agencies, Regional Offices, State health 
departments, and other State and local 
agencies; (5) in cooperation with SSA, 
plans, develops, and implements the 
medical and other health-related poli­
cies for the End-Stage Rental Disease 
Program; and C6) participates as the 
Bureau focal point in policy operations 
and procedural matters relative to long­
term care activities.

Division of Peer Review (3H43). In 
coordination with SRS and SSA: (1) 
Plans, directs, and develops peer review 
and quality assurance policies, including 
utilization review, medical review, and 
independent professional review; (2) de­
velops policies and procedures for the 
application of norms and professional 
standards of care; and (3) defines and 
develops policies and procedures related 
to the application and implementation 
of peer review programs.

Division of PSRO Program Operations 
(3H45). (1) Coordinates with SSA and 
SRS the implementation and ongoing 
operational activities of Federal pro­
grams, including Medicare and Medicaid, 
with respect to peer and utilization pro­
grams, and other quality assurance poli­
cies; (2) develops, implements, and 
applies with SSA and SRS on an ongoing 
basis policies relating to fiscal manage­
ment of peer review program, including 
the principles of reimbursement for 
PSROs and PSR State Councils, the 
budgeting, accounting, reports manage­
ment, statistical reporting, and auditing 
requirements applicable to such peer re­
view organizations and PSR State Coun­
cils; (3) directs the administration in 
coordination with SSA-SRS, and evalu­
ation of peer review and quality assur­
ance program management policies in­
cluding the application of policies and 
guidelines relating to the organization, 
membership, and management of PSROs 
and State Councils, the negotiation of 
PSRO agreements in collaboration with 
PHS Regional staff, and the coordina­

tion with the Office of Regional Opera­
tions, Office of the Assistant Secretary 
for Health, the Regional operations and 
relationships among SSA-SRS-PHS Re­
gional staffs; (4) provides advice and 
assistance to PHS Regional offices, 
PSROs, and State Councils with respect 
to fiscal and program management ac­
tivities ; and (5) prepares issues for OGC 
analyses relating to legal aspects of peer 
review and quality assurance and coordi­
nates with SSA-SRS-OGC the develop­
ment of appropriate policies with, re­
spect to legal aspects of peer review and 
quality assurance programs.

Division of Program Appraisal and 
Data Planning (3H47). (1) Develops, in 
collaboration with SSA-SRS-HRA, peer 
review data systems policies, procedures, 
and requirements, including specifica­
tions of peer review data systems required 
for effective implementation of the 
PSRO provisions of the Social Security 
Act; (2) in coordination with other ap­
propriate components of DHEW, devel­
ops policies for the evaluation and eval­
uates the impact of peer review activi­
ties on the utilization, quality and cost 
of health services; (3) coordinates the 
development, monitoring, and evaluation 
of peer review demonstration projects, 
experimental projects and special re­
search projects designed to elicit infor­
mation or data relevant to the formu­
lation and implementation of policies on 
peer review, health standards, and the 
End-Stage Renal Disease Program; (4) 
in collaboration with SSA, and other Bu­
reau components, assists in evaluating 
the impact of End-State Renal Disease 
Program; and (5) designs and imple­
ments statistical and other reporting 
systems necessary to carry out effectively 
health program monitoring and evalua­
tion activities.

Indian Health Service (3S00)
The Indian Health Service (IHS) as­

sures a comprehensive health services 
delivery system for American Indians 
and Alaska Natives with sufficient op­
tions to provide for maximum tribal in­
volvement in meeting their health needs. 
The goal for the Indian Health Service is 
to raise the health level of the Indian 
and Alaska Native people to the highest 
possible level.

To carry out its mission and to attain 
its goal, the Indian Health Service: (1) 
Assists Indian tribes in developing their 
capacity to man and manage their health 
programs through activities including 
health and management training, tech­
nical-assistance, and human resource de­
velopment; (2) facilitates and assists In­
dian tribes in coordinating health plan­
ning, in obtaining and utilizing health 
resources available through Federal, 
State, and local programs, in operation of 
comprehensive health programs, and in 
health program evaluation; (3) provides 
comprehensive health care services, in­
cluding hospital and ambulatory medical 
care, preventive and rehabilitative serv­
ices, and development of community san­
itation facilities; (4) serves as the prin­
cipal Federal advocate for Indians in the

health field to assure comprehensive 
health services for American Indians and 
Alaska Natives.

Office of the Director (3S01). Provides 
overall direction and leadership for the 
Indian Health Service by : (1) Establish­
ing goals, objectives, policies and priori­
ties in pursuit of the IHS mission; (2) 
delivering high quality, comprehensive 
health services; (3) coordinating the In­
dian Health Service activities and re­
sources internally and externally with 
those of other governmental and non­
governmental programs, promoting op­
timum utilization of all available health 
resources; (4) developing and demon­
strating alternative methods and tech­
niques of health services management 
and delivery providing Indian tribes and 
other Indian community groups with op­
tional ways of participating in the In­
dian health program; and (5) developing 
individual and tribal capacities to partic­
ipate in the operation commensurate 
with means and modalities which they 
deem appropriate to their needs and cir­
cumstances.

Office of Tribal Affairs (3S11). The 
Office: (1) Advises on the tribal affairs 
implications of Service policies, plans, 
and programs and operations; (2) co­
ordinates the development of optimal, 
supportive relationships with tribal gov­
ernments, intertribal governing bodies, 
national Indian interest groups, and 
other individuals and groups interested 
and active in Indian affairs; (3) partic­
ipates In' the Service-wide executive 
policy formulation and execution.

Office of Program Support (3S19). The 
Office: (1) Provides management sup­
port services for the Indian Health Serv­
ice; (2) maintains official policy man­
uals; (3) advises on the management 
services implications of the Service poli­
cies, plans, programs and operations.

Office of Research and Development 
(3S20). The Office: (1) Develops and 
demonstrates new methods and tech­
niques for Indian community participa­
tion in and management of their health 
program; (2) provides consultation and 
technical assistance to all operating and 
management levels of the Indian Health 
Service and Indian tribes in the evalua­
tion, design and implication of health 
management systems and health delivery 
systems; (3) coordinates health research 
and development activities within the 
Service directed to the improvement of 
the health of the Indian people.

Division of Program Formulation 
(3S32). (1) Coordinates formulation of 
Service-wide executive policy and par­
ticipates in its execution; (2) coordinates 
the development of program strategies 
and innovative directions for the Service, 
and advises on the strategic implications 
of program and management policies, 
plans and operations; (3) assists in the 
formulation, and evaluation of legisla­
tion and regulations; (4) provides 
Service-wide leadership in the develop­
ment of long-range plans and planning 
strategies, and the evaluation of health 
needs and operations in relation to
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Service strategies, policies and long- 
range plans.

Division of Program Operations 
(3S34). (1) Participates in Service-wide 
executive policy formulation and exe­
cution; (2) advises on the operational 
implications of the Service’s plans, pro­
grams and operations; (3) provides 
Service-wide leadership in program op­
erations and internal coordination in 
relation to Service goals, objectives, 
policies and priorities; (4) provides di­
rection and coordination for day-to-day 
operations of Area Offices.

Division of Indian Community Devel­
opment (3S42). (1) Participates in
Service-wide executive policy formula­
tion and execution; (2) identified the 
needs for and characteristics of optional 
methods and techniques for Indian pro­
gram participation; (3) implements new 
methods and techniques for Indian com­
munity participation in and management 
of their health programs; (4) coordi­
nates provision of technical assistance, 
training and consultation to tribes and 
other Indian communities desiring to im­
plement local control options; (5) ad­
vises on the Indian community develop­
ment implications of the Service’s plans, 
programs and operations; (6) provides 
direction and coordination for day-to- 
dayfc operations of special programs.

Division of Resource Coordination 
(3S44). (1) Participates in the Service­
wide executive policy formulation and 
execution; (2) provides leadership in 
coordinating development of optimal 
liaison with governmental agencies and 
organizations within the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare and 
without, which have authorities, pro­
grams and resources applicable, or po­
tentially applicable to Indian health 
needs; (3) advises on the resource coor­
dination implications of Service policies, 
plans, programs and operations; (4) co­
ordinates development of the Service 
budget; (5) coordinates the development 
and implementation of health services 
standards, quality control, evaluation of 
health programs, and operational plan­
ning activities.
Bureau op Medical Services (3U0O)
The Bureau of Medical Services pro­

vides direct health care services and sup­
port for such services to certain legal 
beneficiaries of the Public Health Service, 
including meeting the occupational 
health needs of Federal employees, and 
provides national leadership to assist and 
encourage the development of compre­
hensive area emergency medical services 
systems. To this end the Bureau pro­
vides: (1) Comprehensive direct health 
care for designated Federal beneficiaries 
and selected community groups; (2) Oc­
cupational health care and safety serv­
ices for Federal employees; (3) Train­
ing for health services personnel; (4) 
The conduct of intramural clinical and 
health services research; (5) National 
leadership for assistance and guidance in 
the development, improvement, expan­
sion, and integration of comprehensive 
area emergency medical services systems.

Office of the Director (3U01). (1) Pro­
vides leadership and general direction to 
Bureau activities, including Equal Em­
ployment Opportunity and the control 
of written communication, and provides 
guidance and coordination to each major 
Bureau component by acting as a central 
point of reference for program continu­
ity and information; (2) Establishes 
Bureau policies, goals, and objectives;
(3) Communicates and interprets pro­
gram policies, guidelines, and priorities 
to the PHS Regional Offices; (4) Coordi­
nates and evaluates development and 
progress of the Bureau activities; and
(5) Develops and directs a comprehensive 
medical program for prisoners in Fed­
eral prisons and correctional institutions ; 
and development and progress of the 
Bureau activities; and (6) Maintains re­
lationships with other HEW operating 
agencies, other Federal agencies, State 
and local governments, consumer groups, 
and national organizations concerned 
with health affairs.

Office of Program Development (.31714) 
Provides staff support to the Bureau Di­
rector for: (1) Program planning and 
evaluation, including development of im­
proved methodologies for planning and 
evaluation; (2) consultation and guid­
ance in policy development for the Bu­
reau; and (3) leadership, guidance, and 
coordination for Bureau professional and 
technical health manpower development 
responsibilities.

Office of Program Support (3U19) 
Plans, directs, and coordinates the Bu­
reau’s management activities, including: 
(1) The development, coordination, and 
evaluation of administrative program, 
policies and procedures; (2) the conduct 
and coordination of the Bureau’s finan­
cial management, materiel management, 
and data management programs; (3) 
participation in administrative staff re­
cruitment, training and assignment; (4) 
provision of consultative services to and 
continuing liaison with other programs 
of the Public Health Service; (5) pro­
vision of architectural and engineering 
services in collaboration with the PHS 
Office of Resource Management; and (6) 
the formulation, implementation, co­
ordination, and evaluation of legislation, 
regulations, policies, instructions, and 
procedures as they affect the Bureau.

Division of Federal Employee Health 
(3U45). (1) Provides on, and stimulates 
the development of, and improved occu­
pational health and safety programs 
throughout the Government; (2) elevates 
upon request Federal agency occupational 
health services in relation to standards;
(3) administers employee occupational 
health programs for other Federal agen­
cies on a reimbursable basis; (4) con­
ducts research studies, training and 
demonstration projects; (5) develops oc­
cupational medical standards and meth­
ods for Federal employee occupational 
health programs; and (6) promotes ac­
tivities designed to protect the working 
health and safety of Federal employees 
in order to maximize their productivity.

Division of Hospitals and Clinics 
(3U55). (1) Directs and coordinates the

provision of direct health and medical 
services to certain legal authorized bene­
ficiaries in PHS hospitals and outpatient 
clinics, including care by contract physi­
cians and hospitals; (2) coordinates, with 
other elements of the Bureau, the re­
quirements and resources necessary for 
effective beneficiary services; (3) pro­
vides for training and manpower develop­
ment, the coordination of research ac­
tivities, and special health programs and 
projects of the Bureau; and (4) develops 
and directs a comprehensive medical 
services program for Federal employees 
who sustain an injury or illness as a re­
sult of their employment and provides 
technical advice in the adjudication of 
compensation claims.

Division of Emergency Medical Serv­
ices (3U61). Provides national leader­
ship for assistance, guidance, and en­
couragement in the development, im­
provement, expansion, and integration 
of comprehensive area emergency medi­
cal services systems to meet the needs of 
States and local communities and other 
eligible entities pursuant to the Emer­
gency Medical Services Systems Act of 
1973 (Pub. L. 93-154). To this end: (1) 
Serves as the focal point within the De­
partment for the development of objec­
tives, plans, and policies for all aspects 
of an emergency medical services systems 
program; (2) promulgates national 
standards and guidelines for emergency 
medical services systems; (3) coordinates 
emergency medical services systems ac­
tivities within the Department and with 
Federal and other agencies, consumer 
groups, and professional organizations;
(4) provides staff and support for the 
Interagency Committee on Emergency 
Medical Services; (5) collects, analyzes, 
catalogues and disseminates all data use­
ful in the development and operation of 
emergency medical services systems; (6) 
provides budget authority and technical 
cooperation to the Health Resources Ad­
ministration for implementation of 
emergency medical services systems re­
search and training; (7) through the 
PHS Regional Offices, provides grants 
and contracts to States, communities, 
and other eligible entities in the plan­
ning, development, initial operation, and 
improvement and expansion of their 
emergency medical services systems and 
subsystems; (8) through the PHS Re­
gional Offices and the Headquarters of­
fice, provides technical assistance and 
consultation to States, communities, and 
organizations in the development of 
emergency medical services systems and 
subsystems.

Division of Coast Guard Medical Serv­
ices (3U71). (1) Develops and directs a 
comprehensive medical program for mili­
tary personnel of the Coast Guard; and
(2) provides medical and dental care to 
Coast Guard military personnel and eli­
gible dependents through hospitals, clin­
ics, infirmaries, sick bays, motorized den­
tal units, and contract resources located 
throughout the United States and for­
eign countries and aboard Coast Guard 
vessels.
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Sec. 3-C Order of succession. During 
the absence or disability of the Adminis­
trator or in the even of a vacancy in that 
office the first official listed below who is 
available shall act as Administrator, ex­
cept that during a planned period of ab­
sence the Administrator may specify a 
different order of succession.

(1) Deputy Administrator; (2) Asso­
ciate Administrator; (3) Director of In­
dian Health Service; (4) Director of Fed­
eral Health Programs Service; (5) Di­
rector of the Bureau of Community 
Health Services; and (6) Director of the 
Bureau of Quality Assurance.

Sec. 3-D Delegations of authorities. 
(1) The Administrator shall continue to 
exercise all authorities given to him 
under the Reorganization Order, effective 
July 1, 1973 (38 FR 18261, July 9, 1973), 
and under the Redelegation by the As­
sistant Secretary for Health, effective 
July 1, 1973 (38 FR 18260, July 9, 1973). 
All delegations or redelegations to any 
other officer or employee of the Health 
Services Administration which were in 
effect immediately prior to July 1, 1973, 
continue in effect in them or their suc­
cessors, pending issuances of redelega­
tions.

Dated: March 12,1974.
S. H. Clarke,

Acting Assistant Secretary 
for Administration and Management.

[PR Doc.74-6373 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

D EPA R TM EN T OF 
TRANSPORTATION

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SAFETY ADVISORY
COMMITTEE; AD HOC TASK FORCE ON
ADJUDICATION

Notice of Public Meeting
On March 29-30, 1974, the National 

Highway Safety Advisory Committee’s 
Ad Hoc Task Force on Adjudication will 
hold an open meeting at the Rodeway 
Inn, 29th and Chinden Boulevard, Boise, 
Idaho.

The National Highway Safety Advisory 
Committee is composed of 35 members 
appointed by the President in accordance 
with the Highway Safety Act of 1966 (23 
U.S.C. 401 et seq.). The Committee con­
sists of representatives of State and local 
governments, State legislatures, public 
and private interests contributing to, af­
fected by, or concerned with highway 
safety, other public and private agencies, 
organizations, and groups demonstrating 
an active interest in highway safety, and 
research scientists and other experts in 
highway safety.

The Advisory Committee advises, con­
sults with, and makes recommendations 
to the Secretary of Transportation on 
matters relating to the activities of the 
Department in the field of highway 
safety. The Committee is specifically au­
thorized (1) to review research projects 
or programs, and (2) to review, prior to 
issuance, standards proposed to be issued 
by the Secretary under the national high­
way safety program.

The Ad Hoc Task Force on Adjudica­
tion will meet on March 29 from 9 a.m. 
to 5 p.m. and on March 30 from 9 a.m. 
to 12 noon at the Rodeway Inn in the 
Bannock Room with the following 
agenda :
Traffic Offense Adjudication and Rehabilita­

tion Alternatives for Problem Drivers 
New Business

The above meetings will be held, sub­
ject to approval by the Secretary of 
Transportation.

Further information may be obtained 
from the Executive Secretariat, National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration, 
Department of Transportation, 400 Sev­
enth Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20590, 
telephone 202-426-2872.

This notice is given pursuant to section 
10(a) (2) of Public Law 92-463, Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (FACA), effec­
tive January 5, 1973.

Issued: March 15,1974.
Calvin Burkhart, 
Executive Secretary.

[PR Doc.74-6452 Filed .3-19-74;8:45 am]

ATOM IC EN ER G Y  COMMISSION
[Docket No. STN 50-437] 

OFFSHORE POWER SYSTEMS 
Notice of Exception

Section 105c(7) of the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954, as amended (the Act), pro­
vides that the Atomic Energy Commis­
sion may, with the approval of the At­
torney General, except from any of the 
requirements of section 105c of the Act 
such classes or types of licenses as the 
Commission may determine would not 
significantly affect the applicant’s activ­
ities under the antitrust laws as spec­
ified in subsection 105a.

An application for a manufacturing 
license has been submitted to the Com­
mission by Offshore Power Systems (the 
applicant) a joint venture between 
Westinghouse Electric Corp. and Ten- 
neco Power Systems, Inc. In the applica­
tion Offshore Power Systems requests 
authority to manufacture eight utiliza­
tion facilities to be sold to one or more 
utilities for . operation in a marine 
environment.

Subsequent to the filing of the applica­
tion the applicant requested, pursuant to 
28 CFR Part 50, that the Department of 
Justice perform a business review to de­
termine the Antitrust Division’s enforce­
ment intentions with respect to the joint 
venture. The Department of Justice has 
completed its business review process, 
and, on the basis thereof, rendered fa­
vorable advice to the applicant in a 
letter dated October 5, 1973. A copy of 
the Department’s letter is on file in the 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street NW„ Washington, D.C.

On the basis of favorable antitrust 
review by the Department of Justice, 
the Commission has determined that the 
class or type of license reflected in the 
application submitted by Offshore Power 
Systems would not significantly affect 
the applicant’s activities under the anti­
trust laws as specified in section 105a

of the Act and, accordingly, has, with 
the approval of the Attorney General, 
excepted such class or type from the 
réquiremeiits of section 105c of the Act.

This determination applies only to the 
above-described class or type of manu­
facturing license as reviewed by the De­
partment of Justice. The provisions of 
section 105c of the Act remain fully ap­
plicable in regard to applications for the 
construction and operation of facilities 
manufactured pursuant to such manu­
facturing licenses.
(Sec. 105c ( 7), 84 Stat. 1473 (42 USC
2135(c)(7))

Dated at Germantown, Maryland, this 
14th day of March, 1974.

For the Atomic Energy Commission.
P aul C. Bender, 

Secretary of the Commission.
[PR Doc.74-6325 Piled 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 50-201]
NUCLEAR FUEL SERVICES, INC. AND 

NEW YORK STATE ATOMIC AND SPACE 
DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

License No. CSF-1; Applications for 
Amendments; Conversion to Full-Term 
Operating License; Time for Submission 
of Views on Antitrust Matter
Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc., and New 

York State Atomic and Space Develop­
ment Authority (the applicants), have 
filed applications for amendments to Li­
cense No. CSF-1, including any construc­
tion permit required for authorization to 
perform certain modifications to the 
West Valley Fuel Reprocessing Plant and 
authorization to operate the modified 
Facility for a term of 40 years. Pursuant 
to the Commission’s order of Novem­
ber 13, 1973, published in. the F ederal 
R egister on November 20, 1973 (38 FR 
31985), the applications will be processed 
in accordance with the requirements of 
section 103 of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended, and the Commission’s 
regulations pertaining to applications 
for a license pursuant to section 103 of 
the Act.

An application was tendered by Nu­
clear Fuel Services, Inc., on October 3, 
1973. Following a preliminary review for 
completeness, it was amended and re­
submitted on December 13,1973. The ap­
plication for the New York State Atomic 
and Space Development Authority was 
submitted on December 13,1973. The ap­
plications were docketed on Decem­
ber 17, 1973.

The West Valley Fuel Reprocessing 
Plant is located in the Western New York 
Nuclear Service Center in the town of 
Ashford, near Riceville, Cattaraugus 
County, New York, about thirty miles 
south of Buffalo. After modification, the 
reprocessing facility will have an operat­
ing capacity of approximately 750 metric 
tons of uranium per year.

A Note of Hearing with opportunity 
for public participation is being pub­
lished separately.

Any person who wishes to have his 
views on the antitrust aspects of the ap­
plications presented to the Attorney Gen­
eral for consideration shall submit such
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views to the U.S. Atomic Energy Com­
mission, Washington, D.C. 20545, Attn: 
Chief, Office of Antitrust and Indemnity, 
Directorate of Licensing, Regulation, on 
or before May 20,1974,

The request should be filed in connec­
tion with Docket No. 50-201A.

Copies of the applications are avail­
able for public inspection at the Commis­
sion’s Public Document Room, 1717 H 
Street NW„ Washington, D.C. 20545, and 
at the Memorial Library of Little Valley. 
Main Street, Little Valley, New York.

The applicants have also filed, pur­
suant to the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969, and the regulations 
of the Commission in Appendix D to 10 
CPR part 50, an environmental report 
dated December 13, 1973. The report has 
been made available for public inspec­
tion at the aforementioned locations. The 
report, which discusses environmental 
considerations related to the proposed 
modifications and subsequent operation 
of the modified West Valley Fuel Ré- 
processing Plant is also being made avail­
able at the State Clearinghouse, New 
York State Office of Planning Services, 
488 Broadway, Albany, New York 12207 
and at the Southern Tier West Regional 
Planning Board, 303 Court Street, Little 
Valley, New York 14755.

After the report has been analyzed by 
the Commission’s Director of Regulations 
or his designee, a draft environmental 
statement will be prepared by the Com­
mission’s Regulatory staff. Upon prep­
aration of thè draft environmental state- 
mént, the Commission, will among other 
things, cause to be published in the Fed­
eral Register a summary notice of avail­
ability of the draft statement with a 
request for comments from interested 
persons on the draft statement. The sum­
mary notice will also contain a statement 
to the effect that comments of Federal 
agencies and State and local officials will 
be made available when received. Upon 
consideration of comments submitted 
with respect to the draft environmental 
statement, the Regulatory staff will pre­
pare a final environmental statement, the 
availability of which will be published fn 
the Federal R egister.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 5th 
day of March 1974.

For the Atomic Energy Commission.
Leland C. R ouse, 

Chief, Fuel Fabrication and Re­
processing Branch, Director­
ate of Licensing.

[FR Doc.74-6324 Filed 3-19-74; 8:45 am]

[Docket Nos. STN 50-477, STN 50-478]

PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS CO.
Receipt of Application for Site Construc­

tion Permits and Facility Licenses and 
Availability of Applicant’s Environmental 
Report; Time for Submission of Views on 
Antitrust Matters
Public Service Electric and Gas Com­

pany (the applicant), on behalf of itself 
and Atlantic City Electric Company and 
Jersey Central Power & Light Company, 
pursuant to section 103 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, has filed

an application, which was docketed on 
March 1, 1974, for authorization to con­
struct all necessary site related struc­
tures and to install two floating nuclear 
power plants, each of which incorporates 
a pressurized water reactor. An applica­
tion filed by Offshore Power Systems for 
a license to manufacture these and other 
floating nuclear plants is currently under 
review. The floating nuclear plants will 
be manufactured in Jacksonville, Florida, 
and towed to selected sites. The Public 
Service Electric and Gas Company appli­
cation was tendered on December 19,
1973. Following a preliminary review for 
completeness, the application was found 
acceptable for docketing on February 11,
1974.

The application has been docketed 
under one of the options of the Commis­
sion’s standardization policy for nuclear 
power plants, wherein applications may 
be filed utilizing reactors manufactured 
at a location different from where they 
will eventually be located. Docket Nos. 
STN 50-477 and STN 50-478 have been 
assigned to the application and should be 
referenced in any correspondence relat­
ing to the application.

The proposed nuclear facilities, desig­
nated by the applicant as the Atlantic 
Generating Station, Units 1 and 2, are to 
be moored behind a protective break­
water in the Atlantic Ocean approxi­
mately 2.8 statute miles off the south­
eastern coast of New Jersey. Each unit is 
to be designed for initial operation at 
3411 megawatts thermal and a net elec­
trical output of approximately 1150 
megawatts.

A Notice of Hearing with opportunity 
for public participation is being pub­
lished separately.

Any person who wishes to have his 
views on the antitrust matters of the ap­
plication presented to the Attorney Gen­
eral for consideration should submit such 
views to the U.S. Atomic Energy Com­
mission, Washington, D.C. 20545, Atten­
tion: Chief, Office of Antitrust and In­
demnity, Directorate of Licensing, on or 
before May 20, 1974. The request should 
be filed in connection with Docket Nos. 
STN 50-477A and STN 50-478A.

A copy of the application is available 
for public inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20545, and at the 
Stockton State College Library, Pomona, 
New Jersey 08240.

The applicant has also filed, pursuant 
to the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 and the regulations of the 
Commission in Appendix D to 10 CFR 
Part 50, an Environmental Report dated 
March 1, 1974. The report, which dis­
cusses environmental considerations re­
lated to the construction and operation of 
the proposed facilities, is being made 
available for public inspection at the 
aforementioned locations and at the Di­
vision of. State and Regional Planning, 

'Department of Community Affairs, P.O. 
Box 2768, Trenton, New Jersey, 08625.

After the Environmental Report has 
been analyzed by the Commission’s Di­
rector of Regulation or his designee, a 
draft environmental statement will be

prepared by the Commission’s Regula­
tory staff. Upon preparation of the draft 
environmental statement, the Commis­
sion will, among other things, cause to be 
published in the Federal R egister a 
summary notice of availability of the 
draft statement, with a request for com­
ments from interested persons on the 
draft statement. The summary notice 
will also contain a statement to the ef­
fect that' comments of Federal agencies 
and State and Jlocal officials will be made 
available when received. Upon consider­
ation of comments submitted with re­
spect to the draft environmental state­
ment, the Regulatory staff will prepare 
a final, environmental statement, the 
availability of which will be published in 
the F ederal R egister.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 7th 
day of March 1974.

For the Atomic Energy Commission.
K arl R. G oller, 

Chief, Light Water Reactors 
Group 13, Directorate of Li­
censing.

[FR Doc.74-6323 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. 50-201]
NUCLEAR FUEL SERVICES, INC., AND NEW 

YORK STATE ATOMIC AND SPACE DE­
VELOPMENT AUTHORITY

Applications for Construction Permit; Con­
sideration of Conversion of License; 
Hearings

. Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954 as amended (the Act), and the reg­
ulations in Title 10 (CFR Part 50 Licens­
ing of Production and Utilization Facil­
ities, and Part 2, Rules of Practice, no­
tice is hereby given that a hearing will 
be held by an Atomic Safety and Licens­
ing Board (Board), to consider the ap­
plications filed under the Act by Nuclear 
Fuel Services, Inc., and the New York 
State Atomic and Space Development 
Authority (the applicants),, for a con­
struction permit to perform certain mod­
ifications of the subject nuclear fuel re­
processing facility.

The facility is located in the Western 
New-York Nuclear Service Center in the 
town of Ashford, near Riceville, Cattar­
augus County, New York, about, thirty 
miles from Buffalo. The facility is cur­
rently authorized under Provisional Op­
erating License No. CSF-1 to operate at a 
capacity of about 300 metric tons of ura­
nium per year. The modifications which 
would be authorized by the construction 
permit would increase the operating ca­
pacity to approximately 750 metric tons 
of uranium per year. The hearing which 
will be scheduled to begin in the vicinity 
of the site of the facility, will be con­
ducted by a Board (Board designated bv 
the Chairman of the Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Board Panel), consisting of Dr. 
Hugh C. Paxton, Dr. William E. Martin, 
and Thomas W. Reilly, Esq., Chairman 

Pursuant to 10 CFR § 2.785, an Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Appeal Board will 
exercise the authority and the review 
function which would otherwise be ex­
ercised and performed by the Commis-
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sion. Notice as to the membership of the 
Appeal Board will be published in the 
F ederal R egister at a later date.

Upon completion by the Commission’s 
Regulatory staff of a favorable safety 
evaluation of the applications and an 
environmental review, and upon receipt 
of a report by the Advisory Committee 
on Reactor Safeguards, the Director of 
Regulation will consider making affirma­
tive findings on Items 1-3, a negative 
finding on Item 4, and an affirmative 
finding on Item 5 specified below as a 
basis for the issuance of a construction 
permit to the applicants:
Issues P ursuant to the Atomic Energy 

Act of 1954, as Amended

1. Whether in accordance with the pro­
visions of 10 CFR § 50.35(a) : (a) The 
applicants have described the proposed 
modifications of the facility including, 
but not limited to, the principal archi­
tectural and èngineering criteria for the 
design, and have identified the major 
features or components incorporated, in 
the modified facility for the protection 
of the health and saféty of the public;

(b) Such further technical or design 
information as may be required to com­
plete the safety analysis and which can 
reasonably be left for later consideration, 
will be supplied in amendments to the 
safety analysis report;

(c) Safety'features or components, if 
any, which require research and develop­
ment have been described by the appli­
cants and the applicants have identified, 
and there will be conducted a research 
and development program reasonably 
designed to resolve any safety questions 
associated with such features or com­
ponents; and

(d) On the basis of the foregoing, 
there is reasonable assurance that (i) 
such safety questions will be satisfacto­
rily resolved at or before the latest date 
stated in the applications for completion 
of modifications to the facility, and (ii) 
taking into consideration the site)cri­
teria contained in 10 CFR Part 100, the 
proposed modifications can be made and 
the modified facility can be operated at 
the proposed location without undue risk 
to the health and safety of the public.

2. Whether the applicants are tech­
nically qualified, to design and construct 
the proposed modifications to the 
facility;

3. Whether the applicants are finan­
cially qualified to design and construct 
the proposed modifications to the fa­
cility; and

4. Whether the issuance of a permit 
for construction of the modifications to 
the facility will be inimical to the com­
mon defense and security or to the health 
and safety of the public.

I ssue Pursuant to National Environ­
mental P olicy Act of 1969 (NEPA)
5. Whether, in accordance with the re­

quirements of Appendix D of 10 CFR 
Part 50, the construction permit should 
be issued as proposed.

In the event that this proceeding is not 
a contested proceeding, as defined by 10 
CFR § 2.4(n), the Board will determine:

(1) Without conducting a de novo evalu­
ation of the construction permit applica­
tions, whether the applications and the 
record of the proceeding contain suffi­
cient information, the review of the ap­
plications by the Commission’s regula­
tory staff has been adequate to support 
the proposed findings to be made by the 
Director of Regulation on Items 1-4 
above, and to support, insofar as the 
Commission’s licensing requirements 
under the Act are concerned, the 
issuance of the construction permit pro­
posed by the Director of Regulation; and
(2) whether the review conducted by the 
Commission pursuant to NEPA has been 
adequate.

In the event that this proceeding be­
comes a contested proceeding, the Board 
will consider and initially decide, as 
issues in this proceeding, Items 1-5 above 
as a basis for determining whether a con­
struction permit should be issued to the 
applicants.

With respect to the Commission’s re­
sponsibilities under NEPA, and regard­
less of whether the proceeding is con­
tested or uncontested, the Board will, in 
accordance with section A. 11 of Appendix 
D of 10 CFR Part 50: (1) Determine 
whether the requirements of section 102
(2) (C) and (D) of NEPA and Appendix 
D of 10 CFR Part 50 have been complied 
with in this proceeeding; (2) independ­
ently consider the final balance among 
conflicting factors contained in the rec­
ord of the proceeding with a view to 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken; and (3) determine whether a con­
struction permit should be issued, denied, 
or appropriately conditioned to protect 
environmental values.

The Board will convene a special pre- 
hearing conference of the parties to the 
proceeding and persons who have filed 
petitions for leave to intervene, or their 
counsel, to be held within sixty (60) days 
after the notice of hearing is published or 
at such other time as the Board deems 
appropriate, for the purpose of dealing 
with the matters specified in 10 CFR 
2.751a.

The Board will convene a prehearing 
conference of the parties, or their coun­
sel, to be held subsequent to any required 
special prehearing conference, and with­
in sixty (60) days after discovery has 
been completed or at such time as the 
Board may specify, for the purpose of 
dealing with the matters specified in 10 
CFR 2.752.

The Board will set the time and place 
for any special prehearing conference, 
prehearing conference and evidentiary 
hearing, and the respective notices will 
be published in the Federal R egister.

Any person who does not wish, or is 
not qualified to become a party to this 
proceeding may request permission to 
make a limited appearance pursuant to 
the provisions of 10 CFR 2.715. A person 
making a limited appearance may make 
an oral or written statement for the rec­
ord. He does not become a party, but may 
state his position and raise questions 
which he would like to have answered to 
the extent that the questions are within 
the scope of Items 1-5 above. Limited

appearances will be permitted at the time 
of the hearing at the discretion of the 
Board, within such limits and on such 
conditions as may be fixed by the Board. 
Persons desiring to make a limited ap­
pearance are requested to inform the 
Secretary of the Commission, and others 
in the manner specified below not later 
than April 19,1974.

Any person whose interest may be af­
fected by the proceeding, who wishes to 
participate as a party in the proceeding 
must file a written petition under oath or 
affirmation for leave to intervene in ac­
cordance with the provisions of 10 CFR 
2.714. A petition for leave to intervene 
shall set forth the interest of the peti­
tioner in the proceeding, how that inter­
est may be affected by the results of the 
proceeding, and any other contentions of 
the petitioner including the facts and 
reasons why he should be permitted to 
intervene, with particular reference to 
the following factors: (1) The nature of 
the petitioner’s right under the Act to be 
made a party to the proceeding; (2) the 
nature and extent of the petitioner’s 
property, financial, or other interest in 
the proceeding; and (3) the possible ef­
fect of any order which may be entered 
in the proceeding on the petitioner’s in­
terest. Any such petition shall be ac­
companied by a supporting affidavit 
identifying the specific aspect or aspects 
of the subject matter of the proceeding 
as to which the petitioner wishes to in­
tervene and setting forth with particu­
larity both the facts pertaining to his 
interest and the basis for his contentions 
with regard to each aspect on which he 
desires to intervene. A petition that sets 
forth contentions relating only to mat­
ters outside the jurisdiction of the Com­
mission will be denied.

Those permitted to intervene become 
parties to the proceeding, subject to any 
limitations in the order granting leave to 
intervene, and have all rights of the ap­
plicant’s to participate fully in the con­
duct of the hearing, such as the exam­
ination and cross-examination of wit­
nesses, with respect to their contentions 
related to the matters at issue in the 
proceeding.

A petition for leave to intervene must 
be filed with the Secretary on or before 
April 19, 1974. A petition for leave to in­
tervene which is not timely will not be 
granted unless the Board determines 
that the petitioner has made a sub­
stantial showing of good cause for failure 
to file on time and after the Board has 
considered those factors specified in 10 
CFR 2.714(a) (1)—(4) and 2.714(d).

An answer to this notice, pursuant to 
the provisions of 10 CFR 2.705, must be 
filed by the applicants by April 9, 1974.
Consideration of Conversion of P ro­

visional Operating License to F ull-
Term Operating License

The Atomic Energy Commission (the 
Commission) will also consider the is­
suance of a full-term operating license 
to the applicants which would authorize 
the applicants to possess, use and oper­
ate the modified facility for a ternr of 
forty (40) years, upon the receipt of a
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report on the applications from the Ad­
visory Committee on Reactor Safeguards 
(ACRS), the submission of a favorable 
safety evaluation of the applications by 
the Commission’s Director of Licensing, 
the completion of the environmental re­
view required by the Commission’s Regu­
lations in 10 CFR Part 50, Appendix D, 
and the finding by the Commission that 
the applications for the full-term facil­
ity license, as amended, complies with the 
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended, and the Commis­
sion’s Regulation in 10 CFR Chapter I.

Prior to issuance of the foregoing 
amended operating license, the Commis­
sion will inspect the facility to determine 
whether it has been constructed in ac­
cordance with the applications, as 
amended, and the provisions of the 
above-noted construction permit. In ad­
dition, the full-term license will not be 
issued until the Commission has made 
the Findings, reflecting its review of the 
applications under the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954', as amended, which will be 
set forth in the proposed license, and has 
concluded that the issuance of the license 
will not be inimical to the common de­
fense and security or to the health and 
safety of the public.

On or before April 19, 1974, the appli­
cants may file a request for a hearing, 
and any person whose interests may be 
affected by this proceeding may file a 
petition for leave to intervene with re­
spect to the proposed issuance of a full- 
term facility operating license. Requests 
for a hearing and petitions to intervene 
shall be filed in accordance with the pro­
visions of 10 CFR 2.714 as described in 
more detail above and must be filed 
with the Secretary of the Commission 
and others as specified below.

A petition for leave to intervene which 
is not timely will not be granted unless 
the Board determines that the peti­
tioner has made a substantial showing of 
good cause for failure to file on time and 
after the Board has considered those 
factors specified in 10 CFR 2.714(a) (1 )-
(4) and 2.714(d).

If a request for a hearing or petition 
for leave to intervene is filed within the 
time prescribed in this Notice, the Board 
designated for the Construction Permit 
hearing will rule on the request and/or 
petition, and will issue a Notice of hear­
ing or an appropriate Order.

In view of the joint application for a 
Construction Permit and full-term op­
erating license for the. modified facility, 
this joint notice is being issued at this 
time. Persons desiring to participate un­
der 10 CFR 2.714 or 2.715 in both the Con­
struction Permit proceeding and Operat­
ing License proceeding, if any, must 
clearly so indicate in any request for a 
hearing and/or petition for leave to in­
tervene.

General Matters

Papers required to be filed in this pro­
ceeding shall be filed by mail or telegram 
addressed to the Secretary of the Com­
mission, United States Atomic Energy 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20545, At­
tention: Chief, Public Proceedings Staff, 
or may be filed by delivery to the Com­
mission’s Public Document Room, 1717 H

Street NW., Washington, D.C. Pending 
further order of the Board, parties are 
required to file, pursuant to the provi­
sions of 10 CFR § 2.708, an original and 
twenty (20) conformed copies of each 
such paper with the Commission. A copy 
of any petition for intervention or re­
quest for limited appearance should also 
be sent to the Chief Hearing Counsel, 
Office of the General Counsel, Regulation, 
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20545 and to Newman, Reis 
and Axelrad, 1025 Connecticut Avenue, 
Washington, D.C. 20036, attorneys for 
Nuclear Fuel Services Inc., and to Debe- 
voise, Plimpton, Lyons & Gates, 229 Park 
Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10017, ATTN: 
Oscar M. Ruebhausen, Esq., attorneys for 
New York State Atomic and Space D e ­
velopment Authority.

For further details, see the applica­
tions for amendments to Provisional Op­
erating License No. CSF-1 dated Decem­
ber 13, 1973, and amendments thereto, 
and the applicants’ environmental report 
dated December 13, 1973, which are 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C., 
between the hours of 8:30 a.m. and 5 p.m. 
on weekdays. Copies of those documents 
are also available at the Memorial Li­
brary of Little Valley, Main Street, Little 
Valley, New York, for inspection by 
members of the public between the hours 
of 2 p.m. and 5 p.m., Monday, Tuesday, 
Thursday, and Friday and from 7 p.m. to 
9 p.m. on Monday and Friday.

As they become available, a copy of 
the safety evaluation report(s) by the 
Commission’s Directorate of Licensing, 
the Commission’s draft and final envi­
ronmental statements, the report (s) of 
the Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards (ACRS), the proposed con­
struction permit, the proposed amended 
facility operating license, the tran­
scripts- of the prehearing conferences 
and of the hearing, and other relevant 
documents will also be available at the 
above locations. Copies of the Director­
ate of Licensing’s safety evaluation re­
port (s), the Commission’s final environ­
mental statement(s), the proposed con­
struction permit, the proposed amended 
facility operating license, and the ACRS 
report (s) may be obtained, when avail­
able, by request to the Deputy Director 
for Fuels and Materials, Directorate of 
Licensing; Regulation, U.S. Atomic En­
ergy Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20545.

Dated at Germantown, Maryland, this 
8th day of March, 1974.

U.S. Atomic Energy 
Commission,

P aul C. Bender,
Secretary of the Commission.

[FR Doc.74-6425 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket Nos. STN 50-477, STN 50^478]
PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC AND GAS CO.

Hearing on Application for Site 
Construction Permits

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the

regulations in 10 CFR Part 50, Licensing 
of Production and Utilization Facilities, 
and Part 2, Rules of Practice, notice is 
hereby given that a hearing will be held 
by an Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
(Board), to consider the application filed 
under the Act by the Public Service 
Electric and Gas Company on behalf of 
itself, Atlantic City Electric Company, 
and Jersey Central Power and Light 
Company for permits to construct site 
related structures and to install two 
floating nuclear power plants, each of 
which incorporates a pressurized water 
reactor designated as the Atlantic Gen­
erating Station, Units 1 and 2. The re­
actors will be manufactured in Jackson­
ville, Florida, and towed to the site. Each 
reactor will be designed for initial oper­
ation at 3411 thermal megawatts with a 
net electrical output of approximately 
1150 megawatts. The proposed facilities 
are to be mounted on a platform and 
moored behind a protective breakwater 
in the Atlantic Ocean approximately 2.8 
statute miles off the southeastern coast 
of New Jersey. The application has been 
docketed under one of the options of 
the Commission’s standardization policy 
for nuclear power plants, wherein ap­
plications may be filed utilizing reactors 
manufactured at a location different 
from where they will eventually be lo­
cated.

The hearing, which will be scheduled 
to begin in the vicinity of the site of the 
proposed facilities, will be conducted by 
an Atomic Safety and Licensing Board, 
which has been designated by the Chair­
man of the Atomic Safety and Licens­
ing Board Panel, consisting of Dr. Mar­
vin M. Mann, Dr. John R. Lyman, and 
Daniel M. Head, Esq., Chairman.

Pursuant to 10 CFR 2.785, and Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Appeal Board will 
exercise the authority and the review 
function which would otherwise be exer­
cised and performed by the Commission. 
Notice as to the membership of the Ap­
peal Board will be published in the F ed­
eral R egister at a later date.

Upon completion by the Commission’s 
regulatory staff of a favorable safety 
evaluation of the application and an 
environmental* review and upon receipt 
of a report by the Advisory Committee on 
Reactor Safeguards, the Director of Reg­
ulation will consider making affirmative 
findings on Items 1-3, a negative finding 
on Item 4, and affirmative findings on 
Items 5 and 6 specified below as a basis 
for the issuance of construction permits 
to the applicant:

1. Whether in accordance with the 
provisions Of 10 CFR 50.35(a):

(a) The applicant has described the 
proposed design of the facilities includ­
ing, but not limited to, the principal ar­
chitectural and engineering criteria for 
the design, and has identified the major 
features or components incorporated 
therein for the protection of the health 
and safety of the public;

(b) Such further technical or design 
information as may be required to com­
plete the safety analysis and which can 
reasonably be left for later considera­
tion, will be supplied in the final safety 
analysis report;
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(c) Safety features or components, if 
any, which require research and devel­
opment have been described by the ap­
plicant and the applicant has identified, 
and there will be conducted a research 
and development program reasonably de­
signed to resolve any safety questions 
associated with such features or compo­
nents; and

(d) On the basis of the foregoing, 
there is reasonable assurance that (i) 
such safety questions will be satisfactor­
ily resolved at or before the latest date 
stated in the application for completion 
of construction of the proposed facilities, 
and (ii) taking into consideration the 
site criteria contained in 10 CFR Part 
100, the proposed facilities can be con­
structed and operated at the proposed 
location without undue risk to the health 
and safety of the public.

2. Whether the applicant is technically 
qualified to design and construct the pro­
posed facilities;

3. Whether the applicant is financially 
qualified to design and construct the 
proposed facilities; and

4. Whether the issuance of permits for 
construction of the facilities will be inim­
ical to the common defense and security 
or to the health and safety of the public.

5. Whether, in accordance with the re­
quirements of Appendix D of 10 CFR 
Part 50, the construction permits should 
be issued as proposed.

6. Whether the proposed site on which 
the facilities are to be operated falls 
within the postulated site parameters 
specified in the application filed by Off­
shore Power Systems for a manufactur­
ing license.

In the event that this proceeding is not 
a contested proceeding, as defined by 10 
CFR 2.4 (n), the Board will determine: 
(1) Without conducting a de novo evalu­
ation of the application, whether the ap­
plication and the record of the proceed­
ing contain sufficient information, the 
review of the application by the Commis­
sion’s regulatory staff has been adequate 
to support the proposed findings to be 
made by the Director of Regulation on 
Items 1-4 and 6 above, and to support, 
insofar as the Commission’s licensing re­
quirements under the Act are concerned, 
the issuance of the construction permits 
proposed by the Director of Regulation; 
and (2) Whether the review conducted 
by the Commission pursuant to NEPA 
has been adequate.

In the event that this proceeding be­
comes a contested proceeding, the Board 
will consider and initially decide, as is­
sues in this proceeding, Items 1-6 above 
as a basis for determining whether the 
construction permits should be issued to 
the applicant.

With respect to the Commission’s re­
sponsibilities under NEPA, and regard­
less of whether the' proceeding is con­
tested or uncontested, the Board will, in 
accordance with section A. 11 of Appendix 
D of 10 CFR Part 50: (1) Determine 
whether the requirements of section 
102(2) (C) and (D) of NEPA and Ap­
pendix D of 10 CFR Part 50 have been 
complied with in this proceeding; (2)

independently consider the final balance 
among conflicting factors contained in 
the record of the proceeding with a view 
to determining the appropriate action to 
be taken; and (3) determine whether the 
construction permits should be issued, 
denied, or appropriately conditioned to 
protect environmental values.

As indicated above, the reactors will 
be manufactured in Jacksonville, Flor­
ida. The application by Offshore Power 
Systems for a manufacturing license is 
presently pending before another Atom­
ic Safety and Licensing Board (Docket 
No. STN 50-437). The Commission will 
treat as resolved in this proceeding those 
matters which have been resolved in the 
rnanufacturing license proceeding un­
less there exists significant new informa­
tion that substantially affects the con­
clusions reached at the earlier manu­
facturing license proceeding or other 
good cause. This proceeding, but not the 
manufacturing license proceeding, will 
consider the specific site proposed for the 
Atlantic Generating Station.

The Board will convene a special pre-- 
hearing conference of the parties to the 
proceeding and persons who have filed 
petitions for leave to intervene, or their 
counsel, to be held within sixty (60) days 
after the notice of hearing is published 
or at such other time as the Board 
deems appropriate, for the purpose of 
dealing with the matters specified in 10 
CFR 2.751a.

The Board will convene a prehearing 
conference of the parties, or their coun­
sel, to be held subsequent to any re­
quired special prehearing conference, and 
within sixty (60) days after discovery 
has been completed or at such other time 
as the Board may specify, for the purpose 
of dealing with the matters specified in 
10 CFR 2.752.

The Board will set the time and place 
for any special prehearing conference, 
prehearing conference and evidentiary 
hearing and the respective notices will 
be published in the F ederal Register.

Any person who does not wish, or is not 
qualified, to become a party to this pro­
ceeding may request permission to make 
a limited appearance pursuant to the 
provisions of 10 CFR 2.715. A person 
making a limited appearance may make 
an oral or written statement on the rec­
ord. He does not become a party, but 
may state his position and raise questions 
which he would like to have answered.to 
the extent that the questions are within 
the scope of Items 1-6 above. Limited ap­
pearances will be permitted at the time 
of the hearing at the discretion of the 
Board, within such limits and oh such 
conditions as may be fixed by the Board. 
Persons desiring to make a limited ap­
pearance are requested to inform the 
Secretary of the Commission and others 
in the manner specified below.

Any person whose interest may be af­
fected by the proceeding, who wishes to 
participate as a party in the proceeding 
must file a written petition under oath 
or affirmation for leave to intervene in 
accordance with the provisions of 10 
CFR 2.714. A’ petition for leave to in­

tervene shall set forth the interest of 
the petitioner in the proceeding, how 

-that interest may be affected by the re­
sults of the proceeding, and any other 
contentions of the petitioner including 
the facts and reasons why he should be 
permitted to intervene, with particular 
reference to the following factors: (1) 
The nature of the petitioner’s right un­
der the Act to be made a party to the 
proceeding; (2) the nature and extent 
of the petitioner’s property, financial, 
or other interest in the proceeding; and
(3) the possible effect of any order which 
may be entered in the proceeding on the 
petitioner’s interest. Any such petition 
shall be accompanied by a supporting 
affidavit identifying thq specific aspect 
or aspects of the subject matter of the 
proceeding as to which the petitioner 
wishes to intervene and setting forth with 
particularity both the facts pertaining 
to his interest and the basis for his con­
tentions with regard to each aspect on 
which he desires to intervene. A petition 
that sets forth contentions relating only 
to matters outside the jurisdiction of the 
Commission will be denied.

Those permitted to intervene become 
parties to the proceeding, subject to any 
limitations in the order granting leave to 
intervene, and have all the rights of the 
applicant to participate fully in the con­
duct of the hearing, such as the exam­
ination and cross-examination of wit­
nesses, with respect to their contentions 
related to the matters at issue in the 
proceeding.

A petition for leave to intervene must 
be filed with the Secretary of the Com­
mission and others as specified below by 
April 19, 1974. A petition for leave to 
intervene which is not timely will not 
be granted unless the Board determines 
that the petitioner has made a substan­
tial showing of good cause for failure to 
file on time and after the Board has con­
sidered those f actors specified in 10 CFR 
2.714(a) ( l)-(4 )  and 2.714(d).

An answer to this notice, pursuant to 
the provisions of 10 CFR 2.705, must be 
filed by the applicant by April 9, 1974.

Papers required to be filed in this pro­
ceeding shall be filed by mail or telegram 
addressed to the Secretary of the Com­
mission, United States Atomic Energy 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 30545, 
Attention: Chief, Public Proceedings 
Staff, or may be filed by delivery to the 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 
Pending further order of the Board, 
parties are required to file, pursuant to 
the provisions of 10 CFR 2.708, an orig­
inal and twenty (20) conformed copies 
of each such paper with the Commission. 
A copy of the petition or request for lim­
ited appearance should also be sent to 
the Chief Hearing Counsel, Office of the 
General Counsel, Regulation, U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission, Washing­
ton, D.C. 20545 and to Troy B. Conner, 
Jr., Esq., Conner, Hadlock & Knotts, 1747 
Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20006 and Richard Fryling, Jr., Esq., 
80 Park Place, Newark, New Jersey 
07101, attorneys for the applicant.
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For further details, see the application 
for construction permits dated March 1, 
1974, and the applicant’s environmental 
report dated March 1, 1974, which are 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C., 
between the hours of 8:30 a.m. and 5 
p.m. on weekdays. Copies of those doc­
uments are also available at the Stock- 
ton State College, Pomona, New Jersey 
08240, for inspection by members of 
the public between the hours of 8 a.m. 
and 10 p.m. Monday through Thurs­
day, 8 am . and 6 p.m. on Friday, 9 
a.m. and 4 p.m. on Saturday and 2 
pm. and 10 p.m. on Sunday. As they 
become available, a copy of the safety 
evaluation report by the Commis­
sion’s Directorate of Licensing, the Com­
mission’s draft and final environmental 
statements, the report of the Advisory 
Committee on Reactor Safeguards 
(ACRS), the proposed construction per­
mits, the transcripts of the prehearing 
conferences and of the hearing, and 
other relevant documents, will also be 
available at the above locations. Copies 
of the Directorate of Licensing’s safety 
evaluation report and the Commission’s 
final environmental statement, the pro­
posed construction permits, and the 
ACRS report may be obtained, when 
available, by request to the Deputy Di­
rector for Reactor Projects, Directorate 
Of Licensing, United States Atomic 
Energy Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20545.

Dated at Germantown, Maryland, this 
11th day of March, 1974.

U.S. Atomic Energy 
Commission,

P aul C. Bender,
Secretary of the Commission.

[PR Doc.74-6426 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

PRODUCTS
Notice of Issuance and Avail ability of 

Regulatory Guides
The Atomic Energy Commission has 

issued two new guides, Regulatory Guide
6.1, Leak Testing Radioactive Brachy- 
therapy Sources, and Regulatory Guide
6.2, Integrity and Test Specifications for 
Selected Brachytherapy Sources, in its 
Regulatory Guide series. This series has 
been developed to describe and to make 
available to the public methods accept­
able to the AEC Regulatory staff for im­
plementing specific parts of the Commis­
sion’s regulations and, in some cases, to 
delineate techniques used by the staff in 
evaluating specific problems or postu­
lated accidents and to provide guidance 
to applicants concerning certain infor­
mation needed by the staff in its review 
of applications for permits and licenses.

The new guides are the first to be issued 
in Division 6, Products, of the Regula­
tory Guide series. Regulatory Guides 6.1 
and 6.2 indicate acceptability, subject to 
conditions, of the use of American Na­
tional Standards Institute standards 
N44.2-1973 and N44.1-1973, respectively, 
in implementing certain parts of the 
Commission’s regulations.

Regulatory Guides are available for 
inspection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. Comments and sug­
gestions- in connection with improve­
ments in the guides are encouraged and 
should be sent to the Secretary of the 
Commission, U.S. Atomic Energy Com­
mission, Washington, D.C. 20545, Atten­
tion: Chief, Public Proceedings Staff. 
Requests for single copies of the issued 
guides <which may be reproduced) or 
for placement on an automatic distribu­
tion list for single copies of future guides 
should be made in writing to the Direc­
tor of Regulatory Standards, U.S. Atomic 
Energy Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20545. Telephone requests cannot be 
accommodated.

Other Division 6 Regulatory Guides 
currently being developed include the 
following:
Guide to  the Contents of Applications for 

Licenses for Radioisotopic Power Genera- 
. tors for Certain Land and Sea Uses. 

Containment of Byproduct Material in Cer­
tain Devices to be Distributed for Use 
Under General License 

Quality Control Sampling Procedures for 
Exempted and Generally Licensed Items 
Containing Byproduct Material

(5-UB.C. 552(a))
Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 12th 

day of March 1974.
For the Atomic Energy Commission.

Lester R ogers,
Directory of Regulatory Standards. 

FFR Doc.74-6427 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

CIVIL AERO N AUTICS BOARD
{Dockets 26404; 26454; Order 74-3-67] 

MILITARY FURLOUGH FARES 
Order Dismissing Complaints

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 
at its office in Washington, D.C. on the 
14th day of March 1974.

In the matter of military furlough 
fares proposed by various carriers.

By tariff revisions1 marked to become 
effective March 15, 1974, Delta Air Lines, 
Inc. (Delta) and United Air Lines, Inc. 
(United) propose major modifications in 
the current military fares program.2 
United’s proposal, applicable on and after 
April 1, 1974, would offer a 25 percent 
discount from the normal coach fare 
level on a reservation basis, except on 
Fridays and Sundays when military traf­
fic will be carried on a standby basis only.3 
As is now the case, military passengers 
will continue to be accommodated in the

1 Revisions to Airline Tariff Publishers, Inc., 
Agent, C.A.B. Nos. 142 and 202.

2 Other carriers which have filed to match 
the proposals include American Airlines, Inc., 
Continental Air Lines, Inc., National Airlines, 
Inc., Northwest Airlines, Inc., Western Air 
Lines, Inc., and Frontier Airlines, Inc.

3 Currently, military standby fares are of­
fered at a 50 percent discount from the appli­
cable coach fare; military reservation fares 
provide a 33 y3 percent discount and are 
generally blacked out during peak travel peri­
ods, e.g., 2 p.m. through midnight Fridays and 
Sundays.

first-class section on a standby basis in 
the event space is not available in coach; 
will be permitted to travel during all holi­
day periods; and will be afforded reserva­
tions (regardless of day) if traveling on 
emergency leave. Delta’s proposal is the 
same, except that it does not propose to 
black out reservations on Fridays and 
Sundays.

In support of their proposals, United 
and Delta allege, inter alia, that a uni­
form policy on the acceptance of mili­
tary traffic will eliminate a source of pos­
sible confusion and irritation that results 
from the present two-level system; aid 
in simplifying tariff application; smooth 
out the boarding process; and ensure that 
military fares are more consistent with 
reductions in both the civilian discount 
structure and in the available airline 
capacity necessitated by the current fuel 
shortage.

United further alleges that income lev­
els of military personnel have increased 
substantially in recent years, to a point 
where they now compare favorably with 
those of civilian employees. Consequently, 
United argues, it is no longer in the public 
interest to risk displacement of full-fare 
traffic for the personal benefit of military 
passengers. To the contrary, it is alleged­
ly imperative that the military-discount 
program carry a realistic financial bur­
den. United views this objective as 
increasingly important in light of the 
present fuel shortage anfl its effect in 
reducing overall available capacity (par­
ticularly during peak travel periods). 
Applying various profit impact criteria 
and employing several costing methods. 
United has estimated that its proposal 
will yield an approximate contribution 
to pre-tax earnings of between $2.9 mil­
lion and $5.6 million.

The Department of Defense <DOD) 
has filed complaints against both pro­
posals requesting suspension and investi­
gation. In support thereof, the complain­
ant alleges, inter alia, that the new pro­
gram fails to conform to either the 
present or future needs of the national 
defense; that the Board has previously 
determined national defense considera­
tions to be of paramount importance in 
assessing the reasonableness of military 
discount-fare levels; and that, in the 
case of United’s proposal, the imposition 
of identical rate levels for both reserva­
tion and standby traffic is unlawful. DOD 
also refutes United’s argument that the 
current program is no longer necessary 
or reasonable in light of the increased 
income levels of military personnel. It is 
DOD’s contention that the current 
military-discount program significantly 
contributes to attracting and keeping in­
dividuals within the volunteer frame­
work; abolition of the standby program 
and unwarranted increases in the reser­
vation program could only compound the 
military’s need for salary increases as 
well as contribute to a deterioration in 
the morale and welfare of servicemen 
stationed far from home.

United and Delta have answered DOD’s 
complaints alleging, inter alia, that the 
economic justifications for their propos­
als are in full accordance with the 
Board’s Economic Regulations; that ap-
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propriate consideration of the national 
interest has been included in their justifi­
cations; that the plethora of benefits 
which allegedly accrue to the military 
under the current discount program will 
continue under the revised program; and 
that there is no legal requirement that 
the new military-fare discount be iden­
tical to that-offered previously. United 
further alleges that DOD's argument for 
suspension and investigation purely as 
a matter of “fairness alone” is without 
merit, since established Board procedures 
adequately satisfy the requirements of 
due process. It is United’s contention, 
therefore, that allowing DOD its “day in 
court” is neither required nor warranted 
since the complaint fails to establish that 
the revised tariff is in any way unlawful.

Upon consideration of the tariffs, the 
complaints, the carriers’ answers thereto, 
and all other relevant matters, the Board 
concludes that the complaints have not 
set forth sufficient facts to warrant in­
vestigation and hence the request there­
for, and consequently the request for 
suspension, will be denied and the 
complaints dismissed.4

A major thrust of DOD’s complaint 
concerns the question of whether the 
instant proposals adequately consider 
issues of national defense as required by 
section 102(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958.® The facts support United’s 
contention, however, that military-dis­
count fares are not, per se, specifically 
mandated by the Act. They are not 
among those specifically enumerated in 
section 403(b); and in any event, with 
respect to those particular categories 
specified, this section is permissive 
rather than obligatory.

DOD also argues that the proposed 
fare level will deprive military person­
nel of the same discount opportunities 
extended to other members of the travel­
ing public. The Board is unable to concur 
in DOD’s position in this regard, since 
military personnel can always avail 
themselves of those fare programs such 
as night coach or excursion fares which 
are available to all segments of the pub­
lic and which offer significant discounts 
from the normal coach fare. Moreover, 
even assuming that national defense con­
siderations still justify the existence of 
military fares, this does not necessarily 
require continuation of special fares at 
levels which are uneconomic and con­
siderably out of line with other discount 
fares.

At the time the current military-fares

* However, the Board has determined to 
require the carriers to amend the effective­
ness of the tariffs to a date not earlier than 
April 16, 1974.

6 The Declaration of Policy in section 102 
states in part: “In the exercise and per­
formance of its powers and duties under this 
Act, the Board shall consider the following, 
among other things, as being in the public 
interest . . .  (a) the encouragement and de­
velopment of an air-transportation system 
properly adapted to the present and future 
needs of the foreign and domestic commerce 
of the United States, of the Postal Service, 
and of the national defense.”

program was introduced in the early to 
mid 1960’s, the United States was in­
volved in tiie Vietnam conflict, military 
draft was prevalent, and the level of 
salaries paid military personnel was con­
siderably below that of civilian employ­
ees. The current environment, however, 
significantly differs from that of the 
past: the United States’ military involve­
ment in Vietnam has ended, the impo­
sition of the draft was terminated on 
June 30, 1973, and current salaries of­
fered the military are considerably more 
in line with those of the civilian work 
force. For these reasons, we are not per­
suaded that the instant tariff proposals 
will adversely impact on the national de­
fense, nor cause undue financial hard­
ship to servicemen who desire or require 
a means of rapid and inexpensive air 
transportation.

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 102(a), 204(a), 403, 404, and 
1002 thereof,

It is ordered That:
1. The complaints in Dockets 26404 and 

26454 be and hereby are dismissed; and
2. Copies of this order be served upon 

the Department of Defense, Delta Air 
Lines, ¿ic., and United Air Lines, Inc., as 
well as American Airlines, Inc., Conti­
nental Air Lines, Inc., National Airlines, 
Inc., Northwest Airlines, Inc., Western 
Air Lines, Inc., and Frontier Airlines, Inc.

This order will be published in the 
F ederal R egister.

O’Melia member, dissented.
By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
[seal] Edwin Z. Holland,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-6433 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket 26470; Order 74-3-68]
NORTHWEST AIRLINES INC., ET AL.
Order of Investigation and Suspension
Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 

Board at its office in Washington, D.C. on 
the 1st day of March, 1974.

Transpacific passenger fares proposed 
by Northwest Airlines, Inc., Philippine 
Air Lines, Inc. and China Airlines, Ltd.

On January 31, 1974, Northwest Air­
lines, Inc. (Northwest), Philippine Air 
Lines, Inc. (PAL) and China Airlines, 
Ltd. (CAL), filed tariff revisions1 which 
would implement an order from the Gov­
ernment of- the Republic of the Philip­
pines to make available special fares to 
persons holding a valid Philippine pass­
port and maintaining permanent resi­
dence in the United States or Canada in 
connection with the Philippine-Govern- 
ment-sponsored “Operation Homecom­
ing.” The fares, at round-trip levels of 
$555 (West Coast gateway cities to Ma­
nila) and $464 (Honolulu to Manila), 
would be subject to a minimum/maxi- 
mum-stay requirement of 30-90 days, 
permit no stopovers, and would be avail-

1Alr Tariffs Corporation, Agent, Tariff 
C.A.B. No. 44. See Appendix.

able only to groups of at least ten persons 
holding valid Philippine passports or 
U.S. passports with evidence of Philip­
pine ancestry, their spouses and/or de­
pendents.* _

In support of its new filing, Northwest 
alleges that the “Homecoming Fare” has 
provided that carrier with $609,550 in 
new revenue over a two-month period; 
that the fare has been particularly ef­
fective in generation of Hawaii-Manila 
traffic; and that it permits travel of Phil­
ippine ethnic persons in the interest of 
better relations between the United 
States and the Philippine people.

Pan American World Airways, Inc., 
(Pan American) has filed a complaint, 
Docket 26395, requesting investigation 
and suspension on the grounds that the 
proposed fares are both unjustly discrim­
inatory and unreasonable. Pan American 
alleges that since, of the three filing car­
riers, PAL is the only carrier able to offer 
direct U.S.-Phiilippines service, it is clear 
that PAL is the primary party in inter­
est; the proposed fares are patently dis­
criminatory in that the fares would be 
available only to Philippine nationals; 
the proposed fares will be highly prejudi­
cial to Pan American in that they repre­
sent a substantial reduction from pres­
ently effective fares; the proposed fares 
are uneconomic and appear to be an in­
tegral part of the Philippine Govern­
ment’s attempt to prejudice the competi­
tive position of U.S. carriers in the Phil­
ippine market in which serious capacity 
limitations have been imposed upon U.S. 
carriers. Because of this latter factor, 
Pan American will be unable to benefit 
significantly, if at all, even were such 
drastically reduced group fares to prove 
generative.

In response to Pan American’s com­
plaint,. PAL alleges that the subject 
tariffs were filed on the initiative of 
Northwest; the fares are generative and 
have provided additional revenues to 
Northwest; the alleged prejudice to Pan 
American can be completely cured by its 
subscription to these fares; Pan Ameri­
can would benefit from the influx of new 
business and the fares would be economic. 
Finally, PAL states that the Homecom­
ing program is one of national impor­
tance to the Philippines, and the Philip­
pine Government and the Board must 
take into consideration any applicable re­
quirements of foreign countries and 
weigh such requirements in the balance. 
. Although PAL indicates that the fares 
complained against may be superficially 
discriminatory, it alleges that the ad­
vantages lie more in the absence of re­
strictive conditions and limitations than 
in the level. The fares at issue are alleged 
to be far less discriminatory than the 
military dependents’ fares to Manila, 
which are less than the fares at issue and

2 Similar fares have been in effect since 
November 28, 1973, at somewhat lower lev­
els, and are presently marked to expire on 
February 28, 1974. The Board did not take 
any action against the fares due to their very 
limited duration and application limited to 
the low season.
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available under more favorable condi­
tions of travel. The transpacific fares for 
dependents of U.S. military personnel 
are in furtherance of the government pol­
icy of the United States in the same 
fashion that the Homecoming fares are 
in support of the Philippine national pol­
icy of promoting home visits by its citi­
zens. Northwest has not submitted an 
answer to Pan America’s complaint.

Upon‘consideration of the tariffs, the 
complaint, the answer, and all relevant 
factors, the Board finds that the fares 
may be unjust, unreasonable, unjustly 
discriminatory, unduly preferential or 
unduly prejudicial and should be sus­
pended pending investigation. The lim­
itation on availability of the fares to U.S. 
residents/citizens of Philippine'origin or 
background raises a clear question of dis­
crimination against other United States 
residents not eligible for the fares. On 
the other hand, the concept of special dis­
counted fares for the military and their 
dependents has been tested on various 
occasions- by the Board and the courts 
and has not been found to constitute an 
unjust discrimination. In any event, it 
may be noted that the cited military 
fares are presently under investigation in 
Military Overseas Fares, Docket 25904.

In view of the fact that our action 
herein rests on the issue of prima facie 
unjust discrimination, we need not reach 
the question of reasonableness of the 
fares., This issue, however, will be in­
cluded in the investigation.

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, and 
particularly sections 204(a), 403, 801 and 
1002(j) thereof,

It is ordered, That:
1. An investigation be instituted to de­

termine whether the fares and provisions 
on the tariff pages specified in the Ap­
pendix and rules, regulations and prac­
tices affecting such fares and provisions, 
are or will be unjust, unreasonable, un­
justly discriminatory, unduly preferen­
tial, unduly prejudicial, or otherwise un­
lawful, and if found to be unlawful, to 
take appropriate action to prevent the 
use of such fares and provisions or rules, 
regulations, or practices;

2. Pending hearing and decision by the 
Board, the fares and provisions on the 
tariff pages specified in the Appendix4 
are suspended, and their use deferred to 
and including March 15, 1975 unless 
otherwise ordered by the Board, and that 
no changes be made therein during the 
period of suspension except by order or 
special permission of the Board;

3. This order shall be submitted to the 
President3 and shall be come effective 
March 16, 1974;

4. The investigation ordered herein be 
assigned for hearing before an Adminis­
trative Law Judge of the Board at a time 
and place hereafter to be designated; and

5. Copies of this order be served upon

* Filed as part of the original document.
3 This order was submitted to the President 

on March 4, 1974.

Philippine Air Lines, Inc., China Airlines, 
Ltd., Pan American World Airways, Inc., 
and Northwest Airlines, Inc., which are 
hereby made parties to this proceeding.

This order will be published in the 
F ederal R egister.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
[seal] P hyllis T. K aylor,

Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-6434 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket 25881]
AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC. AND HUGHES 

AIR CORP.
Notice of Hearing

In the matter of American Airlines, 
Inc. and Hughes Air Corp. d /b /a Hughes 
Airwest Route Exchange Agreement.

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended, that a public hearing 
in this proceeding is assigned to be held 
on April 2, 1974, at 10 a.m. (local tim e), 
in Room 726, Universal Building, 1825 
Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C., before the undersigned.

Dated at Washington, D.C., March 14, 
1974.

[seal] Alexander N. Argerakis,
Administrative Law Judge.

[FR Doc.74-6435 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket 26238; Order 74-2-118]
AIRLINES PARTICIPATING IN AIR 

EXPRESS SERVICE
Order Authorizing Discussions

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 27th day of February 1974.

Petition of Airlines participating in air 
express service for authorization of inter­
carrier discussions concerning the crea­
tion of industry-wide priority cargo 
service.

In Order 73-12-36, adopted Decem­
ber 7, 1973, the Board decided the Ex­
press Service Investigation, Docket 22388. 
The Board found, inter alia, that the 
certificated air carriers providing sched­
uled interstate and overseas air trans­
portation are under an obligation to 
offer priority service, under tariffs so 
providing, as part of their duty to pro­
vide adequate interstate and overseas 
air transportation.1 The Board recog­
nized that some inter-airline coordina­
tion would be necessary and, accord­
ingly, stated its receptivity to requests 
for inter-carrier discussions about the 
provision of highly expedited priority 
cargo service.*

The airlines participating in the pres­
ent air express service have now filed 
a petition requesting Board authoriza-

1 Order 73-12-36, at page 41, finding num­
ber 6.

3 Id., at page 39.

tion for such discussions.3 The petition 
asks for authorization to enter into inter­
carrier discussions concerning the crea­
tion of an industry-wide priority cargo 
service. It says these discussions would 
principally concern operational problems 
involved in the interlining of priority 
cargo traffic. The division of rates be­
tween interlining carriers, and the tariff 
structure with respect to the size and 
weight of shipments and types of com­
modities would be considered and dis­
cussed, but rate levels would not be dis­
cussed in the initial phases of these 
meetings.

The petition says that the presence of 
observers from the Board or other gov­
ernmental agencies at the meetings 
would not be objected to, but that there 
does not appear to be any necessity for 
shipper representatives to be present at 
these meetings. The petition also as­
serts that air express service may termi­
nate in the immediate future, and that 
in order to avoid a lapse in priority cargo 
service it is requested that the airlines 
be authorized to meet at the earliest 
date possible, and that the Board issue 
the discussion authorization without al­
lowing the usual time for replies to the 
petition.4

Responses to this petition have been 
received from the Air Freight Forwarders 
Association (AFFA), the Society of 
American Florists (SAF), the Pet In­
dustry Parties (PIP),B the National 
Air Transportation Conferences, Inc. 
(NATO ,6 and REA Express, Inc. (REA).

AFFA requests that it be given the 
opportunity to participate in the re­
quested discussions because of the na­
ture of the subjects to be discussed and 
the air freight forwarders’ interest and 
concern with those subjects. It contends 
that air freight forwarders can be ex­
pected to be the. major users and mar­
keters of the highly expedited service 
that the airlines will discuss. AFFA says 
that there will have to be substantial 
cooperation between air freight for­
warders and the airlines in the planning 
as well as the use of the new expedited 
service, and that this can only be accom­
plished by its participation in, not merely 
observance of, the discussions.

SAF also asks for participation in the 
discussions. It says that florists have 
a vital interest in future space alloca-

3 These airlines are Air Canada, Airlift In­
ternational, Alaska, Allegheny, American, 
Aspen, Braniff, Air France, Continental, Delta, 
Eastern, Flying Tiger, Frontier, Hughes Air- 
west, National, New York Airways, North 
Central, Northwest, Ozark, Pan American, 
Piedmont, SFO Helicopter Airlin'es, Seaboard 
World, Southern, Texas International, Trans 
World, United, and Western.

* Since replies have already been received 
within the usual time, this request need not 
be considered.

5 PIP consists of two corporations and 
twenty membership organizations whose 
members market live animals and related 
supplies throughout the world utilizing air 
transportation services. -

6 NATO is a trade association of Part 298 
commuter air carriers and air taxi operators.

No. 55—Pt. I——10
FEDERAL REGISTER, V O L  39, NO. 55— WEDNESDAY, MARCH 20, 1974



10478 * NOTICES

tions and priorities and that airline dis­
cussions without shipper impact would 
be nonproductive.

PIP supports the petition provided 
that interested shipper parties be per­
mitted to participate in all inter-carrier 
discussions concerning the creation of 
priority air cargo service. They say the 
substitution of priority service by the 
airlines for air express service and the 
details of the new service will have a 
direct effect on the continued usage of air 
transportation by live animal shippers 
and that PIP should, therefore, be al­
lowed to participate with the airlines in 
the creation of the new service.

NATC supports the petition if condi­
tioned by a requirement that NATC rep­
resentatives be authorized to participate 
in the discussions. It argues that the in­
terest of NATC and individual Part 298 
carriers as transporters of increasing 
quantities of cargo, an estimated 80 per­
cent of which is interlined with certifi­
cated air carriers, necessitates that they 
be participants in these discussions. 
NATC says that relationships between 
Part 298 air carriers and certificated air 
carriers can be coordinated and prob­
lems resolved most effectively at these 
discussions, and that its participation 
will not complicate or otherwise adversely 
affect or delay the course of the discus­
sions. •

REA moves that the petition be re­
jected as improperly filed in Docket 
26238, or in the alternative, that it be 
consolidated with the Express Service In­
vestigation. It argues that since the new 
priority service to be discussed is a con­
dition precedent to the termination of 
air express and since the requested dis­
cussions would implement Order 73-12- 
36, a request for discussion authorization 
can only properly be considered in the 
Express Service case. Alternatively, REA 
moves to consolidate the petition with 
that case so that the Board can deter­
mine whether the plan for priority serv­
ice developed by the airlines is adequate 
on the basis of the record in Express 
Service and is implemented to provide 
a reasonable transition from air express. 
REA incorporates by reference its peti­
tion for reconsideration of Order 73-12- 
36, wherein it alleges that the Board 
does not yet know if the new priority 
service will provide an adequate replace­
ment for air express service, and says 
that the airlines should be directed to 
submit their plans by March 1, 1974. REA 
also says that shippers should be per­
mitted to participate in or observe the 
inter-carrier discussions.7

REA’s motions will be denied. The peti­
tion herein results from the decision of 
the Board in the Express Service Investi­
gation, but there is no reason why it must

7 The petitioners answered REA’s motions, 
arguing that their petition should not be 
considered as part of the Express Service case 
and that Order 73-12—36 does not make the 
establishment by the airlines of a priority 
cargo service a condition precedent to the 
effectiveness of that order. Emery Air Freight 
Corporation has also filed an answer, oppos­
ing REA’s motions for similar reasons.

or should be considered only in the con­
text of that proceeding. The requested 
discussions will consider the formulation 
of a new type of service which the Board 
has found certificated scheduled air car­
riers under an obligation to provide. The 
Board can monitor the progress of the 
discussions sought herein while it con­
siders REA’s petition for reconsideration 
and any other matters in the Express 
Service Investigation, without placing 
both in the same docket or consolidating 
them.

For the reasons stated in the Express 
Service Investigation order, the requested 
discussion authorization will be granted, 
excluding the discussion of rate level, 
structure and division matters.8 We are 
authorizing discussion of types of com­
modities to the extent that operational 
questions, such as interline handling of 
extraordinary items, may be involved. It 
is our view that an industry-wide priority 
service should be available for all com­
modities now carried in air express.

Since the actual airport-to-airport 
movement of priority freight would be 
effected by the certificated scheduled car­
riers, they shall be the “participants” in 
the discussions. However, we recognize 
the importance of the roles of air freight 
forwarders and air taxi operators in the 
movement oi air cargo, and we feel that 
in addition to being allowed to observe 
the discussions, they and other interested 
persons shall be allowed to make oral 
presentations to the discüssants.We leave 
to the discussants the formulation of 
rules for such oral comments, e.g. 
whether ad hoc comments from the floor 
will be allowed or whether more formal 
presentations will be preferred. How­
ever, we will expect the filing of such 
ground rules and an agenda of each non­
contiguous meeting to be filed m this 
Docket no later than 7 calendar days 
prior to thé holding of such meeting; and 
a copy of such filing will be required to 
be served on the present parties to this 
proceeding and any other persons who 
previously have made request for such 
service to counsel for the instant air 
carrier petitioners.®

Finally, we wish to note the pendency 
of the Petition of the Humane Society 
in Docket 26244 pertaining to the estab­
lishment of a priority air freight service

8 The exclusion of rate matters from the 
discussion authorization is based on the ap­
plicants’ statements that they do pot in­
tend to discuss rates in the initial phases of 
their meetings, and our conclusion that such 
discussion would not be necessary at this 
time. If an expansion of this authorization 
is deemed necessary at a later time, the air­
lines can submit an application, and sup­
porting arguments therefor, then.

8 Expansion of the “participant” status 
might unduly complicate the discussions, and 
is not necessary. The interests of those par­
ties who have expressed interest in these dis­
cussions will be adequately served by the pro­
cedures described herein, including their 
rights to comment on any agreement result­
ing from these discussions (see 14 CFR 302.- 
1608), and, of course, their rights to infor­
mally express their views to the airlines at 
any time, which rights are not in* any way 
derogated by this order.

for live animals. We do not rule on that 
petition at this time. But we do believe 
that the relief sought therein is relevant 
to the instant petition insofar as it per­
tains to the genre of topics to be dis­
cussed. Therefore, in the discussions au­
thorized by this order, we shall allow the 
carriers to consider the degree of priority, 
if any, which live animals should be given 
when shipped in the agreed-upon priority 
service. «

The participants in these discussions 
will be required to submit any agreement 
or agreements resulting from these dis­
cussions for Board approval and such 
agreement or agreements shall not be­
come effective unless and until approved 
by the Board. This will enable all in­
terested persons to submit comments to 
the Board, in accordance with Subpart 
P of the Board’s rules of practice (14 CFR 
302.1601 through 302.1608), in support 
of or in opposition to Board approval of 
any proposed agreement.

Accordingly, it is ordered That:
1. The petition herein for authoriza­

tion of inter-carrier discussions concern­
ing the creation of industry-wide prior­
ity air cargo service be and it hereby is 
granted, subject to the following condi­
tions :

(a) All air carriers and foreign air 
carriers presently participating in air 
express service shall be permitted to par­
ticipate in each of these discussion 
meetings;

(b) These discussions shall not in­
clude the subjects of rate level, struc­
ture, or division: Provided, That they 
may consider types of commodities, if 
such consideration is limited to opera­
tional matters, such as the interline han­
dling of extraordinary items: And pro­
vided further, That the discussions may 
consider the degree of priority, if any, 
which live animals should be given when 
shipped in any new priority service;

(c) These discussions shall take place 
in Washington, D.C., at a date, time, and 
place determined by the participants;

(d) Representatives of the Board, any 
other governmental body, and any other 
interested person shall be permitted to 
attend each of these discussion meetings 
as observers;

(e) Notices, agenda, and ground rules 
for the oral expression by interested per­
sons of views to the participants per­
taining to each noneontinuous meeting 
authorized herein shall be sent (1) to all 
carriers eligible to participate in the.00 
discussions, (2) to the Board’s Docket 
Section, (3) to all persons who responded 
to the petition herein; and (4) to al1 
other persons who so request; such items 
shall be filed with the Board and
not later than seven calendar days befor° 
each meetihg;

(f) Complete and detailed minutes of 
these discussions shall be maintained bv 
the participants, and such minutes shall 
be filed with the Board’s Docket Section 
and shall also be sent to all other per­
sons who so request, within five business 
days from the date of each meeting:

(g) Any agreement or agreements 
reached as a result of the discussions au­
thorized herein shall be filed with the
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Board, pursuant to the requirements of 
section 412(a) of the Act (49 U.S.C. 
1382) and Part 261 of the Board’s 
economic Regulations (14 CFR 261) and 
Subpart P of the Board’s Rules of Prac­
tice (14 CFR 302.1601 through 302.1608), 
and shall not become effective unless 
and until approved by the Board pur­
suant to section 412(b) of the Act;

(h) The authorization granted herein 
shall expire after July 31, 1974; and

(i) The authorization granted herein 
may be extended, modified, or revoked at 
any time by the Board or by the Director 
of its Bureau of Operating Rights (action 
by the Director of the Bureau of Operat­
ing Rights to be subject to thè procedures 
for review of staff action contained in 
Subpart C of 14 CFR 385) .

2. Except to the extent granted herein, 
all other motions and requests for re­
lief in this docket be and they hereby 
are denied.

This order shall be served on all cer­
tificated scheduled air carriers and on 
all parties to the Express Service Investi­
gation, Docket 22388, and on the United 
States Departments of Commerce, De­
fense, Transportation and Justice and 
the United States Postal Service. This 
order shall also be published in the F ed­
eral R egister.

By the Civil Aeronautics Board.
[seal] Phyllis T. K aylor,

Acting Secretary.
[PR Doc.74-6565 Filed 3-I9-74;8:45 am]

CO M M ITTEE FOR T H E  IM PLEM EN ­
TATION O F TEXTILE A G R EEM EN TS
CERTAIN COTTON TEXTILE PRODUCTS

PRODUCED OR MANUFACTURED IN
MEXICO

Entry or Withdrawal From Warehouse for 
Consumption

March 14,1974.
On April 30, 1973, there was published 

in the F ederal R egister (38 FR 10666), 
a letter dated April 25, 1973, from the 
Chairman, Committee for the Implemen­
tation of Textile Agreements, to the 
Commissioner of Customs, establishing 
levels of restraint applicable to certain 
specified categories of cotton textiles and 
cotton textile products produced or man­
ufactured in Mexico and exported to the 
United States during the twelve-month 
period beginning May 1, 1973. That let­
ter was amended on November 15, 1973 
(38 FR 32527). As set forth in the letter 
of April 25, 1973, the levels of restraint 
are subject to adjustment pursuant to 
paragraph 8(a) of the Bilateral Cotton 
Textile Agreement of June 29, 1971, as 
amended, between the Governments of 
the United States and Mexico, which 
provides for the limited carryover of 
shortfalls in certain categories to the 
next agreement year.

Accordingly, at the request of the Gov­
ernment of Mexico and pursuant to the 
provision of the bilateral agreement re­
ferred to above, there is published below 
a letter of March 14, 1974 from the

Chairman of the Committee for the Im­
plementation of Textile Agreements to 
the Commissioner of Customs further 
amending the levels of restraint ap­
plicable to cotton textile products in 
Category 22/23 and Category 26/27 and 
part of 64 (knit fabrics) for the twelve- 
month period which began on May 1, 
1973.

Alan P olansky,
Acting Chairman, Committee 

for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements, and Act­
ing Deputy Assistant Secre­
tary for Resources and Trade 
Assistance.

Co m m ittee  fo e  t h e  I m plem en ta tio n  of 
T extile Agreem ents

Co m m issio n er  of Cu sto m s ,
Department of the Treasury,
Washington, D.C. 20229.

March 14, 1974.
Dear Mr . Co m m is sio n e r : On April 25, 1973, 

the Chairman, Committee for the Implemen­
tation of Textile Agreements, directed you 
to prohibit entry during the twelve-month 
period beginning May 1, 1973, of cotton tex­
tiles and cotton textile products in certain 
specified categories, produced or manufac­
tured in Mexico, in excess of designated 
levels of restraint. These levels were amended 
by the directive of November 15, 1973. The 
Chairman also advised you that the levels 
of restraint are subject to adjustment.1

Pursuant to paragraph 8(a) o f the Bilat­
eral Cotton Textile Agreement of June 29, 
1971, as amended, between the Governments 
of the United States and Mexico, and in ac­
cordance with the procedures of Executive 
Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, you are directed 
further to increase, effective as soon as pos­
sible, the levels of restraint, as amended, 
established in the directive of November 15, 
1973 for Category 22/23 by 643,781 square 
yards and Category 26/27 and part of 64 
(knit fabrics) by 899,062 square yards. The 
level of restraint for Categories 5-27 and part 
of 64 should also be increased to 1,542,843 
square yards.

The actions taken with respect to the 
Government of Mexico and with respect to 
imports of cotton textiles and cotton textile 
products from Mexico have been determined 
by the Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements to involve foreign 
affairs functions of the United States. There­
fore, the directions to the Commissioner of 
Customs being necessary to the implemen­
tation of such actions, fall within the foreign 
affairs exception to the rule-making provi­
sions of 5 U.S.C. 553. This letter will be pub­
lished in the F ederal R egister.

Sincerely,
Alan  P o lansky ,

Acting Chairman, Committee for 
the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements, and Acting Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Resources 
and Trade Assistance.

[FR Doc.74-6437 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

ïT he term “adjustment” refers to those 
provisions of the Bilateral Cotton Textile 
Agreement of June 29, 1971, as amended, be­
tween the Governments of the United States 
and Mexico which provide, in part, that 
within the aggregate and applicable group 
limits, limits on certain categories may be 
exceeded by not more than five (5) percent; 
for limited carryover of shortfalls in certain 
categories to  the next agreement yëar; and 
for administrative arrangements.

CERTAIN COTTON TEXTILE PRODUCTS 
PRODUCED OR MANUFACTURED IN 
MEXICO

Entry or Withdrawal From Warehouse for 
Consumption

March 14, 1973.
On January 2, 1974, there was pub­

lished In the F ederal Register (39 FR  
28) a letter dated December 27, 1973, 
from the Chairman of the Committee 
for the Implementation of Textile Agree­
ments to the Commissioner of Customs, 
authorizing increases in the levels of re­
straint applicable to certain specified 
categories from a number of countries 
pursuant to an ad hoc offer by the United 
States Government to each of its cotton 
textile bilateral agreement partners to 
permit export to the United States of 
additional quantities of cotton yarn 
and/or cotton fabric, not to exceed in 
total amount five (5) percent of the 
country’s current-year aggregate agree­
ment ceiling. Among the categories and 
yardages indicated was a request for 
1,407,763 square yards to be applied to 
Category 26/27 and part of 64 from Mex­
ico. That notation should have read as 
follows;

Country Category Additional amount

Mexico____. 26/27 and part 
of 64 (knit 
fabrics).

1,407,763 square yards of 
which not more than  
1,000,000 square yards 

- shall be in  Category 26 
(duck);

Accordingly, there is published below a 
letter of March 14,1974, from the Chair­
man, Committee for the Implementation 
of Textile Agreements to the Commis­
sioner of Customs further amending the 
directive of December 27, 1973, to ac­
count for this adjustment. This directive 
was previously amended on January 18, 
1974 (39 FR 2795).

Alan Polansky,
Acting Chairman, Committee for 

the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements, and Acting Dep­
uty Assistant Secretary for 
Resources and Trade Assist­
ance.

Co m m ittee  for t h e  I m plem en ta tio n  of 
- T extile Agreem ents

Co m m issio n er  of Cu st o m s ,
Department of the Treasury,
Washington, D.C. 20229.

March 14,1974.
D e a r  M r . C o m m i s s i o n e r : This directive 

further amends but does not cancel the direc­
tive issued to you on December 27, 1973, by 
the Chairman of the Committee for the Im­
plementation of Textile Agreements pur­
suant to an offer by the United States Gov­
ernment to all bilateral cotton textile agree­
ment partners to export on a one-time basis 
additional cotton yarn and/or fabric, not to 
exceed in total amount five percent of the 
current-year aggregate agreement ceiling of 
each country. The directive of December 27,
1973, was previously amended on January 18,
1974.
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Paragraph 2 of the directive of December 
27, 1973, is hereby amended to change the 
entry for Category 26/27 and Part of 64 from 
Mexico to read as follows:

Country Category Additional amount

M exico.—™. 26/27 and part 1,407,763 square yards of
of 64 (knit ' which not more than
fabrics). 1,000,000 square yards 

shall be in  Category 26
(duck).2

The actions taken with respect to the 
Government of Mexico and with respect 
to imports of cotton textiles and cotton 
textile products from Mexico have been 
determined by the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements 
to involve foreign affairs functions of the 
United States. Therefore, the directions 
to the Commissioner of Customs, being 
necessary to the implementation if such 
actions, fall within the foreign affairs ex­
ception to the rule-making provisions of 
5 U.S.C. 553. This letter will be published 
in the F ederal R egister.

Sincerely,
Alan P olansky,

Acting Chairman, Committee 
for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements, and, Act­
ing Deputy Assistant Secre- . 
tary for Resources and Trade 
Assistance.

[FR Doc.74-6436 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

CO M M ITTEE FOR P U R CH A SE OF 
PR O D U CTS AND  SERVICES OF  
T H E  B U N D  A N D  O TH ER  S E­
VER ELY  HANDICAPPED  

PROCUREMENT LIST 1974 
Notice of Proposed Additions

Notice is hereby given pursuant to sec­
tion 2(a) (2) of Pub. L. 92-28; 85 Stat. 79, 
of the proposed additions of the follow­
ing services to Procurement List 1974, 
November 29,1973 (38 FR 33038).

S e r v ic e s

IND USTRIA L CLASS 0 7 8 2

Grounds Maintenance
U.S. Courthouse and Federal Building
Rapid City, South Dakota
Janitor ial /  Custodial
U.S. Courthouse and Federal Building
Rapid City, South Dakota

IND USTRIAL CLASS 7 3 4 9

Comments and views regarding these 
proposed additions may be filed with the 
Committee not later on or before April 
19, 1974. Communications should be ad­
dressed to the Executive Director, Com­
mittee for Purchase of Products and 
Services of the Blind and Other Severely 
Handicapped, 2009 Fourteenth Street 
North, Suite 610/ Arlington, Virginia 
22201.

By the Committee.
Charles W. F letcher, 

Executive Director, 
[FR Doc.74-6392 Filed 3-19-74; 8:45 am]

PROCUREMENT LIST 1974 
Addition to Procurement List

Notice of proposed addition to Pro­
curement List 1974, November 29, 1973 
(38 FR 33038), was published in the 
F ederal R egister on January 21, 1974 
(39 FR 2397).

Pursuant to the above notice the fol­
lowing commodity is added to Procure­
ment List 1974.

C o m m o d i t y

Class 8440:
Price

Neckties, Men’s (IB) :
8440-216-6130 __________ each.. $0.92
8440-316-2519 __________ do____ .92

By the Committee.
Charles W. Fletcher, 

Executive Director. 
[FR Doc.74-6390 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

PROCUREMENT LIST 1974 
Proposed Addition

Notice is .hereby given pursuant to 
section 2(a)(2) of Public Law 92-28; 
85. Stat. 79, of the proposed addition of 
the following service to Procurement List 
1974, November 29, 1973 (38 FR 33038). 

S e r v ic e

IND USTRIA L CLASS 7 3 4 9

Quarters Cleaning 
Fort Ord, California

Comments and views regarding this 
proposed addition may be filed with the 
Committee not later than April 19, 1974. 
Communications should be addressed to 
the Executive Director, Committee for 
Purchase of Products and Services of the 
Blind and Other Severely Handicapped, 
2009 Fourteenth Street North, Suite 610, 
Arlington, Virginia 22201.

By the Committee.
Charles W. F letcher, 

Executive Director. 
[FR Doc.74-6391 Filed 3-19-74; 8:45 am]

EN VIRON M ENTAL PROTECTION  
A G EN CY

[OFP-32000/26] *
NOTICE OF RECEIPT OF APPLICATIONS 

FOR PESTICIDE REGISTRATION; DATA 
TO BE CONSIDERED IN SUPPORT OF 
APPLICATIONS
On November 19, 1973, the Environ­

mental Protection Agency published in 
the F ederal Register (38 FR 31862) its 
interim policy with respect to the ad­
ministration of section 3(c)(1)(D ) of 
the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (FTFRA), as amended 
(86 Stat. 979), and its procedures for im­
plementation. This policy provides that 
EPA will, upon receipt of every applica­
tion, publish in the F ederal R egister a 
notice containing the information shown 
below. The labeling furnished by the 
applicant will be available for examina­
tion at the Environmental Protection

Agency, Room EB-37, East Tower, 401 M 
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20460.

On or before May 20, 1974, any person 
who (a) is or has been an applicant, (b) 
desires to assert a claim for compensa­
tion under Section 3(c)(1)(D ) against 
another applicant proposing to use sup­
portive data previously submitted and 
approved, and (c) wishes to preserve his 
opportunity for determination of reason­
able compensation by the Administrator 
must notify the Administrator and the 
applicant named in the Federal Register 
of his claim by certified mail. Every such 
claimant must include, at a minimum, 
the information listed in this interim 
policy published on November 19, 1973.

Applications submitted under 2(a) or 
2(b) of the interim policy in regard to 
usage of existing supportive data for 
registration will be processed in accord­
ance with existing procedures. Applica­
tions submitted under 2(c) will be held 
on or before May 20, 1974, before com­
mencing processing. If claims are not re­
ceived, the application will be processed 
in normal procedure. However, if claims 
are received on or before May 20, 1974, 
the applicants against whom the partic­
ular claims are asserted will be advised 
of the alternatives available under the 
Act. No claims will be accepted for pos­
sible EPA adjudication which are re­
ceived after May 20,1974;

A p p l i c a t i o n s  R e c e i v e d

EPA Reg. No. 11556—34. Chemagro Division, of 
. Baychem Corporation, Animal Health De­

partment, P.O. Box 2037, Shawnee Mission, 
Kansas 66201. "Tiguvon Brand of fenthion 
Animal Insecticide Pour-On. Active In­
gredients: fenthion (0,0-Dimethyl 0 -[4- 
( methylthio) -m-tolyl ] phosphorothioate ) 
3 percent. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(h) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 11760-R. Edsan Chemical 
Co., Inc., 438 East St., New Haven, Con­
necticut 06511. "Edsan QA Disinfectant- 
Cleaner - Sanitizer-Fungicide-Deodorant.’’ 
Active Ingredients: n-Alkyl (50 percent 
C14, 40 percent 012, 10 percent C16) di­
methyl benzyl ammonium chloride 5.0 per­
cent; Tetrasodium salt of ethylene tetra- 
acetic acid 2.3 percent; Sodium carbonate 
2.0 percent. Method of Support: Applica­
tion proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA FUe Symbol 11760-E. Edsan Chemical 
Co., Inc., 438 East St., New Haven, Con­
necticut 06511. "Edsan Triple-D Disin- 
fectant-Detergent-Deodorant.” Active In­
gredients: n-Alkyl (50 percent C14, 40 per­
cent C12, 10 percent C16) dimethyl benzyl 
ammonium chloride 4.8 percent; Sodium 
carbonate 3.5 percent. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy.

EPA File Symbol 9411-T. Keneo Chemical 
Co., Inc?., P.O. Box 912, Schenectady,'Nèw 
York 12301. “Kenco SP 56 New Fire Re­
sistant Concentrated Pool Chlorine." Ac­
tive Ingredients: Sodium dichloro-s-tria- 
zinetrione dihydrate 100 percent; available 
chlorine 56 percent. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(b) of in­
terim policy.

EPA File Symbol 5967-RNA. Moyer Chemical 
Company, P.O. Box 945, San Jose, Cali­
fornia 95108. "Moyer Copper Sulfate." Ac­
tive Ingredients: Copper expressed as ele­
mental 53.00 percent. Method of Support:
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Application proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy.

EPA File Symbol 5967-RNT. Moyer Chemical 
Company, P.O. Box 945, San Jose, Cali­
fornia 95108. Cuzn Dust No. 20. Active 
Ingredients: Copper expressed as elemen­
tal 3.8 percent. Method of Support: Ap­
plication proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy.
Dated: March 13, 1974.

John B. R itch, Jr., 
Director, Registration Division. 

[FR Doc.74-6156 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

MONTANA; CONTROL OF DISCHARGES OF 
POLLUTANTS TO NAVIGABLE WATERS

Public Hearing and Request for Approval 
of State Program

A public hearing to consider the re­
quest of the State of Montana for State 
Program Approval to participate in the 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimina­
tion System (NPDES) permit program 
for the control and abatement of dis­
charges into waters of the State in com­
pliance with the 1972 Amendments to 
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, 
33 U.S.C.A. sections 1251-1376 (Supp. 
1973) (hereinafter, the Act) will be held 
on Saturday, April 20, 1974 at 9:30 a.m. 
in the Highway Department Auditorium 
at 6th and Roberts Streets, Helena, Mon­
tana.

Section 402(b) of the Act provides that 
the Governor of a State desiring to ad­
minister the NPDES permit program to 
control discharges into navigable waters 
within its jurisdiction may submit to thé 
Administrator of the United States En­
vironmental Protection Agency. (EPA) a 
full and complete description or the pro­
gram the State intends to administer, in­
cluding a statement from the State At­
torney General that the laws of the State 
provide adequate authority to carry out 
the described program. The Administra­
tor is required to approve each such sub­
mitted program unless the program does 
not meet the requirements of section 402 
(b) and EPA’s guidelines. Among other 
authorities, the State must have: (1) 
Adequate authority to issue permits 
which comply with all pertinent require­
ments of the Act, (2) adequate author­
ity, including civil and criminal penal­
ties, to abate violations of permits or the 
permit program, and (3) authority to in­
sure that the Administrator, the public, 
or any other affected State, and other 
affected agencies, are given notice of 
each application and are given the op-" 
portunity for a public hearing before act­
ing on each permit application. Also, the 
State must have and commit itself to use 
manpower and resources sufficient to act 
on all outstanding permit applications in 
a timely manner and consistent with the 
periods prescribed by the Act. EPA’s 
guidelines establishing State Program 
Elements Necessary for Participation in 
the NPDES were published at 37 FR 
28390, December 22, 1972 (40 CFR Part 
124).

The State of Montana has submitted 
a full and complete Request for State 
Program Approval and proposes that the 
Department of Health and Environmen­

tal Sciences, Cogswell Building, Helena, 
Montana 59601, operate the NPDES 
program.

Governor Judge’s request and the pro­
gram description is available for inspec­
tion at the following locations:

(1) U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, Enforcement Division, Suite 900, 
1860 Lincoln Street, Denver, Colorado 
80203.

(2) Montana Department of Health 
and Environmental Services,. Water 
Quality Bureau, Board of Health Build­
ing, Helena, Montana 59601.

(3) Montana Department of Health 
and Environmental Services, Water 
Quality Bureau, 3302 Second Avenue 
North, Billings, Montana 59101.

(4) Montana Department of Health 
and Environmental Sciences, Water 
Quality Bureau, M & M Building, 540 
Sixth Avenue East, Kalispell, Montana 
59901.

(5) Missoula City-County Health De­
partment, Courthouse Annex, Room 301, 
Missoula, Montana 59801.

(6) City-County Health Department, 
1130 Seventeenth Avenue South, Great 
Falls, Montana 59405.

The public hearing panel will consist • 
of the Administrator or his representa­
tive who will serve as the Presiding Of­
ficer, the Director of the Montana De­
partment of Health and Environmental 
Sciences or his representative, and the 
Regional Administrator, Region VIII, or 
his representative.

All interested persons wishing to at­
tend, to comment upon, or to object to 
this State request are invited to attend 
the public hearing. Written comments 
may be presented at the hearing or sub­
mitted by April 29, 1974, either in person 
or by mail to the Regional Office of the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Enforcement Division, Suite 900, 1860 
Lincoln Street, Denver, Colorado 80203, 
Attention: David Robbins.

Oral statements will be received and 
considered, but for accuracy of the rec­
ord, all testimony should be submitted 
in writing. Statements should summa­
rize extensive written material so that 
there will be time for all interested per­
sons to be heard. Persons submitting 
written statements are encouraged to 
bring additional copies for the use of 
the hearing panel and other interested 
persons. The Presiding Officer may, at his 
discretion, exclude oral testimony if it 
is overly repetitious of previous testi­
mony heard or if it is not relevant to the 
decision to approve or require revision 
to the State program as submitted.

All comments or objections received by 
April 29, 1974, or presented at the public 
hearing will be considered by EPA be­
fore taking final action on the Montana 
request for State Program Approval.

Please bring the foregoing to the at­
tention of persons whom you know would 
be interested.

Dated: March 15,1974.
Alan G. K irk n , 

Assistant Administrator for
Enforcement and General Counsel.
{FR Doc.74-6376 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

FED ER AL COM M UNICATIONS  
COMMISSION

[FCC 74-238]
ANNUAL PERFORMANCE TESTS 

Acceptable Testing Procedures
March 8, 1974.

The Commission, in its February, 1972, 
Cable Television Report & Order, called 
for annual performance tests directed 
at determining the extent to which cable 
systems were complying with its tech­
nical standards. The rules that were 
then adopted also stated methods for 
testing compliance and afforded flexi­
bility for alternative methods. We 
adopted a flexible approach to deter­
mining system performance and, as the 
rules indicate; alternative test proce­
dures which could be fully justified 
would be permitted. However, at the 
same time, wé stated that the procedures 
for determining compliance with our 
radiation standards outlined in the rules, 
should be followed strictly or, if special 
circumstances necessitate divergence 
from established procedures, the alter­
nate procedures should be thoroughly 
justified. The procedure for measuring 
radiation is that which has been em­
bodied for years in Part 15 of the rules 
and is now reflected in Part 76 of the 
rules. The tests are to be performed by 
March 31, 1974.

Recent work, as yet incomplete, has 
indicated that alternative testing meth­
ods may be available which show suffi­
cient sensitivity to demonstrate compli­
ance with Commission standards. One 
procedure being investigated would test 
for radiation by use of a mobile facility 
with an atenna and standard television 
receiver for visual detection. Different 
procedures apparently may be necessary 
depending on the size and location of 
the system (e.g., underground or aerial 
cable, apartment houses, etc.). A more 
flexible approach on bur part allowing 
these alternative procedures to be de­
veloped may better accomplish our ob­
jectives.

Accordingly, with reference to the 
tests to be performed by March 31, 1974, 
the Commission is of the view that fully 
justified alternative methods of detec­
tion and testing for radiation should be 
encouraged, the alternative methods to 
be measured against the prescribed 
method to determine adequacy. We 
anticipate that the data engendered by 
the alternative tests will be of significant 
assistance to the Cable Technical Ad­
visory Committee (CTAC) in evaluating 
appropriate test procedures.

Action by the Commission March 7, 
1974. Commissioners Burch (Chairman), 
Lee, Reid and Wiley with Commissioner 
Hooks concurring.

F ederal Communications 
Commission,

[seal] Vincent J. Mullins,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6399 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]
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[Docket No. 19787; Filed No. BL-13 137]
CHESAPEAKE-PORTSMOUTH 

BROADCASTING CORP.
Memorandum Opinion and Order Enlarging 

Issues
In re application of Chesapeake- 

Portsmouth Broadcasting Corporation, 
Portsmouth, Virginia, for broadcast li­
cense for WPMH(AM).

1. The Commission designated the ap­
plication of 'Chesapeake-Portsmouth 
Broadcasting Corporation (Chesapeake- 
Portsmouth) for a broadcast license for 
Station WPMH(AM)1 Portsmouth, Vir­
ginia, for hearing by Order and Notice 
of Apparent Liability, PCC 73-748, re­
leased July 25, 1973, on numerous issues 
including an adequate supervision and 
control issue.2 Presently before the Re­
view Board is the Broadcast Bureau’s 
request for enlargement of issues, filed 
December 10, 1973, which seeks issues 
to determine whether Chesapeake-Ports­
mouth violated rule 73.93 and section 
318 of the Communications Act by allow­
ing an unlicensed employee to operate 
its transmitter and whether it violated 
rule 73.113 by sanctioning improper 
logging practices.®

5 2. In support of both requested issues,
l the Bureau submits the affidavit of Larry 
| V. Bashford, a former WPMH(AM) em- 
, ployee. Bashford, in his affidavit, avers 
| that, in September, 1971, he was asked by 
j Jack Walters, WPMH(AM)’s station 
1 manager, to man the station’s transmit- 
i ter and make periodic meter readings. 
[ Bashford states that although he in­
i’ formed Walters that he was not a li­

censed engineer, Walters assured him 
; that he would be under the supervision of 

the station’s engineer, Ralph D. Epper- 
j son.4 Bashford alleges that Epperson gave 

him “brief instructions” to perform, inter 
alia, the following tasks: (1) The making 

| of periodic readings and entering them 
on an “unofficial log”; (2) The making of 

4 necessary adjustments on the dials if the 
j signals and other electrical data “drifted 
| from the norm”; and (3) The playing of 
I the station’s call letters. Furthermore,

! 1 The construction permit under which
Chesapeake-Portsmouth filed its present ap- 

! plication for license was granted November 
18, 1971. The application for license was filed 

I on December 8, 1971, Station WPMH(AM) 
i began operation in January, 1972, under 

program test authority, 
t » The issue seeks:

(a) To determine whether the applicant 
! has exercised adequate control and super- 
| vision over the policies, practices and other 

operation of Station WPMH consistent with 
the degree of responsibility expected of a 
permittee.

»Also before the Review Board are the 
following related pleadings: (a) opposition, 
filed January 3, 1974, by Chesapeake-Ports­
mouth; (b) motion for extension of time and 
acceptance of late filing, filed January 3, 
1974, by Chesapeake-Portsmouth; (c) Broad­
cast Bureau’s reply, filed January 15, 1974; 
and (d) request for acceptance of additional 
pleading and response, filed. Januray 28, 1974, 
by Chesapeake-Portsmouth.

» Epperson is president and 25 percent 
stockholder of the permittee.

Bashford claims, Epperson transferred 
his figures from the “unofficial” to the 
official log and signed the log, and Epper­
son also made changes in his figures 
“every day as they did not sound rigfyt.” 
Also, Bashford states that on some morn­
ings he activated the transmitter but 
more frequently he deactivated it at the 
end of the day. Finally, Bashford avers, 
after the first day, he was left substan­
tially on his own. Based on the above 
allegations, the Bureau argues that- 
Chesapeake-Portsmouth has violated 
section 318 of the Act and Commission 
rules 73.93 and 73.113, which clearly pre­
clude the above enumerated activities by 
a non-licensed radio operator; therefore, 
the Bureau urges, the requested issues are 
warranted. The Bureau further requests 
the Board to make it “explicit*’ that the 
questions raised by the requests are also 
relevant to the “permittee responsibility 
issue” 5 Finally, the Bureau submits that 
it is filing its request as soon as possible 
following receipt of Bashford’s affidavit 
on November 16,1973.

3. In opposition,® Chesapeake-Ports­
mouth argues that the Bureau has not 
presented any persuasive arguments that 
good cause exists for granting its late 
filed pleading. The designation Order was 
released some five months prior to the 
Bureau’s receipt of Bashford’s affidavit 
on November 16, 1973; yet the Bureau 
does not set forth any reasons why it 
could not obtain the affidavit dining this 
period, Chesapeake-Portsmouth argues. 
Furthermore, Chesapeake-Portsmouth 
alleges, almost one year elapsed between 
the time the Commission conducted its 
investigation of the station in August, 
1972, and the release of the designation 
Order, but the Commission did not deem 
it appropriate to include the matters 
raised in Bashford’s affidavit in the desig­
nation Order. Finally, Chesapeake- 
Portsmouth asserts that “the attempt to 
add this issue at this time violates the due 
process safeguards already provided by 
the Commision in this proceeding.” In 
support of this assertion, Chesapeake- 
Portsmouth states that the Commission 
specified a forfeiture provision in this 
proceeding in order to provide “flexibil­
ity” in the sanctions the Commission can 
impose. If the Bureau’s requested issues 
are added, Chesapeake-Portsmouth al­
leges, this flexibility is removed because 
the events alleged by the Bureau took 
place over two years ago, prior to the 
running of the one-year statute of lim­
itations for the imposition of forfeitures 
provided by section 503(b) (3) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. Consequently, Chesapeake- 
Portsmouth concludes, if all issues desig­
nated against it were resolved in its favor 
except for these requested issues, the 
only remedy open to the Administrative 
Law Judge would be denial of its appli-’ 
cation.

B See note 2, supra.
* Chesapeake-Portsmouth filed, on January 

3, 1973, a motion for extension of time and 
acceptance of its late filed opposition. There 
is no opposition to the motion; therefore, the 
Board will grant it and consider the pleading.

4. In reply, the Bureau argues that 
“good cause” under Rule 1.229(b) does 
exist for the Board’s consideration of its 
late filed pleading. The allegations the 
Bureau raises first came to its attention 
when Bashford, sua sponte, telephoned 
the Commission’s Norfolk District Office 
on October 29,1973, the Bureau explains. 
On October 30, the Bureau states, it con­
tacted Bashford and requested the affi­
davit attached to the instant request. 
The Bureau concludes that it acted as 
quickly as possible after receipt of Bash­
ford’s affidavit in filing its request.

5. Initially the Board finds that the 
Broadcast Bureau has demonstrated good 
cause to justify the date filing of its re­
quest. It is apparent that the Bureau 
acted as expeditiously as possible in filing 
its request after first learning from 
Bashford of the underlying events. 
Therefore, the Board will accept its peti­
tion. The Board cannot accept Chesa- 
peake-Portsmouth’s argument that be­
cause forfeiture cannot be imposed due to 
the one-year statute of limitations (sec­
tion 503(b)(3) of the Communications 
Act), the Board should not add the re­
quested issues. The presence or absence 
of a forfeiture provision does not pre­
clude the Board from considering the 
potentially disqualifying aspects of an 
applicant’s conduct, including alleged 
rule violations. See The Court House 
Broadcasting Company, 21 FCC 2d 792, 
18 RR 2d 616 (1970), and United Tele­
vision Company, Inc., 23 FCC 2d 493, 19 
RR 2d 86 (1970). In fact in no case 
would forfeiture be imposed as a lesser 
penalty in a situation warranting denial; 
thus, the absence of forfeiture as a sanc­
tion could in fact inure to the applicant’s 
benefit since one possible sanction is re­
moved.7 See Belk Broadcasting Company, 
29 FCC 2d 150, 21 RR 2d 1971). Turn­
ing to the merits,8 the Board is of the 
opinion that the Bureau’s allegations 
raise sufficient questions of fact to war­
rant addition of the requested issues. 
Chesapeake-Portsmouth has not pre­
sented any arguments or circumstances 
to rebut the allegations set forth in Bash­
ford’s affidavit and the arguments made 
by the Bureau in its request. Conse­
quently, the Board believes the issues in 
this proceeding should be enlarged to en­
compass the requested rules 73.93 and 
73.113 issues. See Harvit Broadcasting 
Corporation, 31 FCC 2d 876, 22 RR 2d 
1062 (1971); and Glen West, 31 FCC 2d 
803, 19 RR 2d 1131 (1970). Furthermore, 
we agree with the Bureau that evidence 
adduced under these issues may have 
relevance to the adequate supervision

7 Nor do we agree with the applicant’s con­
tention that if all the Issues, except those 
requested herein, were resolved In the ap­
plicant’s favor, the Commission would still 
be compelled to deny the license. The viola­
tions would warrant denials only if all the 
circumstances established that the applicant 
does not possess the qualifications necessary 
to be a Commission licensee.

8 Chesapeake-Portsmouth’s response to the 
Bureau’s reply is an unauthorized pleading 
under our Rules. Accordingly, it is rejected. 
See rule 1.45(e).
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and control issue and may accordingly 
be considered thereunder.

6. Accordingly, it is ordered, That the 
motion for extension of time and accept­
ance of late filing, filed January 3, 1974, 
by Chesapeake-Portsmouth Broadcasting 
Corporation, is granted, and opposition, 
filed January 3, 1974, by Chesapeake- 
Portsmouth Broadcasting Corporation is 
accepted; and

7. It is further ordered, That the re­
quest for acceptance of additional plead­
ing and applicant’s response to Broad­
cast Bureau’s reply, filed January 28, 
1974, by Chesapeake-Portsmouth, is de­
nied; and

8. It is further ordered, That the 
Broadcast Bureau’s request for enlarge­
ment of issues, filed December 10,1973, is 
granted, and that the issues in this pro­
ceeding are enlarged by the addition of 
the following.issues;

(a) To determine whether mainte­
nance on and adjustment of the trans­
mitter of WPMH(AM) have been under­
taken by unauthorized personnel in vio­
lation of § 73.93 of the rules;

(b) To determine whether an unli­
censed employee made log entries and 
whether revisions were made in recorded

log entries' by one who did not make the 
original entries in violation of § 73.113 
of the rules.

9. -It is further ordered, That the bin- 
den of proceeding with the introduction 
of evidence under the added issues shall 
be on the Broadcast Bureau, and the bur­
den of proof shall be on Chesapeake- 
Portsmouth Broadcasting Corporation.

Adopted: March 6,1974.
Released: March 11,1974.
[ seal] Federal Communications 

Commission,
Vincent J. Mullins,

Secretary.
[PR Doc.74-6401 PUed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

PANEL 3— CTAC COMMITTEE 
Notice of Meeting

March 12,1974.
Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 

hereby given of a meeting of the Panel 
3 Committee of the Cable Television 
Technical Advisory Committee on Thurs­
day, April 4, 1974, to be held at the 
Corporation for Public Broadcasting, 888

16th Street, NW, Washington, D.C., be­
ginning at 10 a.m.

(1) Review of Technical Note Draft 
Revisions

a. Direct Pickup
b. Adjacent Channel Rejection
c. Oscillator Voltage; Spurious Responses
d. Economics of Tuners
e. Deflection and Color Sync
(2) Identification of Missing and Deficient 

Data Required for the above Technical Notes
(3) Liaison Reports from Other Com­

mittees
(4) Task Assignments and Scheduling
(5) Other Business
Any member of the public may attend 

or may file written statement with the 
Committee either before or after the 
meeting. Any member of the public 
wishing to make an oral statement must 
consult with the Committee prior to the 
meeting. Inquiries may be directed to Mr. 
S. R. Effros, FCC, 1919 M Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C., 20554. Telephone No. 
202-632-6468.

F ederal Communications 
Commission,

[seal] Vincent J. Mullins,
Secretary.

[PR Doc.74-6400 Piled 3-19-74;8:45 am]

CANADIAN STANDARD BROADCAST STATIONS
Notification List ,

List of new stations, proposed changes in existing stations, deletions, and corrections in assignments of Canadian standard 
broadcast stations modifying the assignments of Canadian broadcast stations contained in the Appendix to the Recommenda­
tions of the North American Regional Broadcasting Agreement Engineering Meeting January 30, 1941.

Canadian List No. 319.
February 18, 1974.

Antenna Ground system Proposed date of
letters Location Power kW Antenna Schedule Class height ------------------ -— — -  commencement of° a u  Miters (feet) N um ber of Length operation

radiais (feet)

(New)___ _ ---------- Sudbury, Ontario, N . 46°26'00", W.
680 kHz 

10D/5N.. . . . . . DA-1 U

C H IR  (increase in power—

80°55'55".

Leamington, Ontario, N . 42°00'30",
730 kHz 

0 .5 ... . . . . . D A -N N
PO 730 kHz, 0.25, t>A-N). 

CFCL (change of frequency—

W. 82°33'40".

Timmins, Ontario, N . 48°26'50", W.
850 kHz 

10......... . D A -N U
PO 620 kHz, 10D/5N, D A - 
2).

CJCJ (increase in day—time

81°23'08 .

Woodstock, New Brunswick, N .
980 kHz 

1 0 D /m . .. . . . . . DA-8 u
power—PO 920 kHz, 1 Kw, 
DA-1).

CJMR (assignment of call

46°07'30", W. 67°35'10".

Mississauga, Ontario, N . 43°26'10",
1190 kHz 

10___ D A -D D
letters).

CHVD (now in  opera tion)..i.

W. 79°43'06".

Dolbeau, Province of Quebec, N .
ISSO kHz 

10D/0.25N ND-190 U

C FE K  (now in operation)..—

48°51'48", W. 72°15'06".

Femie, British Columbia, N .
m û  kHz 

1 D /0 .5N ...... DA-1 U
49°31'36", W. 115°02'40".

Mackenzie, "British Columbia, N .
1840 kHz 

1D/0.25N___ü ND-182 U
123°08'54"j

Ste. Marie de Beauce, Province of 
Quebec, N . 46°24'00", W. 70°58'12".

Taber, Alberta, N . 49°45,38,' t W. 
112°16'10" j

1360 kHz 
lnn/fiN- — DA-2 U

1570 kHz
DA - S u

I I I

n

n

I I I

n

IV  

IV  

IV

in

n

tv --— . . .  . . .  . . .  ..................................E.I.O . 2-18-75.

.............................   E .I.O . 2-18-75.

e . . . . . . . . . . ........ —  . . . . . . . . . . . .  E.I.O . 2-18-75.

— — ______ E.I.O . 2-18-75.

---------— -  -  — ------- -. ' . — _ s

190 120 320

150 120 318 E .I.O . 2-18-75.

~ s- E J .O . 2-18-75.

^  E.I.O. 2-18-75J

F ederal Communications Commission,
[seal] W allace E. J ohnson,

Chief, Broadcast Bureau,
[PR Doc.74-6398 Piled 3-i9-74;8:45 am]
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FED ER AL MARITIME COMMISSION
IBERIAN/U.S. NORTH ATLANTIC

WESTBOUND FREIGHT CONFERENCE
Modification of Agreement

Notice is hereby given that the follow­
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari­
time Commission, 1100 L Street NW., 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree­
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San 
Francisco, California, and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree­
ments, including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed­
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20573, on or before April 9, 1974. 
Any person desiring a hearing on the 
proposed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise -statement of the matters 
upon which they desire to adduce evi­
dence. An allegation of discrimination or 
unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a 
violation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of tlie United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with partic­
ularity the acts and circumstances said 
to constitute such violation or detriment 
to commerce.

A copy of apy such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) and 
the statement should indicate that this 
has been done.

Notice of Agreement Filed by:
Stanley O. Sher, Esq.
Billig, Sher & Jones, P. C.
Suite 300
1126 Sixteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Agreement No. 9615-10, among the 
member lines of the above named con­
ference, changes the method of selecting 
the conference Chairman; establishes 
the office of Vice Chairman; provides for 
a Housekeeping Committee, a Spanish 
Central Committee, a Portuguese Central 
Committee, a New York Committee, an 
Inland Committee and Local Port Com­
mittees to deal with the aspects of con­
ference business implied by their titles 
but without authority to make decisions; 
divides meetings into Owners’ and Prin­
cipals’ categories and sets forth rules and 
voting procedures governing telephone, 
telex and correspondence polls of mem­
bers.

By ordfcr of the Federal Maritime 
Commission.

Dated: March 14,1974.
F rancis C. Hurney, 

Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-6439 Filed 3-19-74:8:45 am]

SEA-LAND SERVICE, INC. AND CHINESE 
MARITIME TRANSPORT, LTD.
. Notice of Agreement Filed

Notice is hereby given that the follow­
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and ob­
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari­
time Commission, 1100 L Street, NW., 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree­
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans. Louisiana, San 
Francisco, California, and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree­
ments,^ including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed­
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D,C. 20573, on or before April 9, 1974. 
Any person desiring a hearing on the 
proposed agreement shall provide a clear 
and concise statement of the matters 
upon which they desire to adduce evi­
dence. An allegation of discrimination or 
unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a vi­
olation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with par- 
icularity the acts and circumstances said 
to constitute such violation or detriment 
to commerce.

A copy of any sUch statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done.

Notice of Agreement Filed by:
Gerald A. Malia, Esquire 
Ragan & Mason 
The Farragut Building 
900 Seventeenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Agreement No. T-2719-1, between 
Sea-Land Service, Inc. (Sea-Land) and 
Chinese Maritime Transport,' Ltd. 
(CMT) modifies the parties’ basic 
agreement providing for the joint use of 
Number 66 Wharf, Kaohsiung, Taiwan, 
by both parties. The purpose of the modi­
fication is to delete all references to 
CMT’s identity as agent for Orient Over­
seas Line, Inc. and Orient Overseas Line, 
Ltd. and provisions in the agreement 
providing for third-party use and as­
signment of the facility. Filed along with 

Agreement No. T-2719-1 is a guaranty 
by Orient Overseas Line, Inc. guaran­
teeing the performance by CMT of its 
obligations under the agreement.

By order of the Federal * Maritime 
Commission.

Dated: March 15,1974.
F rancis C. Hurney, 

Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-6438 Filed 3-19-74; 8:45 am]

FED ER AL POWER COMMISSION
[Docket No. G-8817, etc.]

ABANDONMENTS OF SERVICE AND 
TERMINATIONS OF SALES

Certain Companies
March 12, 1974.

Each Applicant herein has filed pursu­
ant to section 7(b) of the Natural Gas 
Act an application for permission and 
approval to abandon service or a petition 
to amend an order issuing a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity by 
deleting therefrom authorization to sell 
natural gas from certain acreage, all as 
more fully set forth in the tabulation and 
in the applications and petitions to 
amend in this proceeding.

Some applicants have on file with the 
Commission FPC gas rate schedules and 
others are making sales under small 
producer certificates. In cases where Ap­
plicants propose to abandon service 
completely and have rate schedules, the 
certificates authorizing such sales will be 
terminated and the related rate sched­
ules.

After due notice by publication in the 
Federal R egister, no petition to inter­
vene, notice of intervention or protest 
to the granting of the applications or 
petitions has been filed.

At a hearing held on March 6, 1974, 
the Commission on its own motion re­
ceived and made a part of the record 
in this proceeding all evidence, includ­
ing the applications and petitions and 
exhibits thereto, submitted in support 
of the authorizations sought herein, and 
upon consideration of the record,

The Commission finds:
(1) Each Applicant herein is a “nat­

ural-gas company” within the meaning 
of the Natural Gas Act as heretofore 
found by the Commission.

(2) The sales of natural gas proposed 
to be abandoned, as hereinbefore de­
scribed and as more fully described in 
the applications and in the tabulation 
herein, are subject to the requirements 
of subsection (b) of section 7 of the Nat­
ural Gas Act.

(3) It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Nat­
ural Gas Act and the public convenience 
and necessity require that the orders is­
suing certificates of public convenience 
and necessity in various dockets involved 
herein should be amended as herein­
after ordered.

(4) The abandonments proposed by 
Applicants herein are permitted by the 
public convenience and necessity and 
should be approved as hereinafter 
ordered.

(5) It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Nat­
ural Gas Act that the certificates, other 
than small producer certificates, hereto­
fore issued to Applicants relating to the 
complete abandonments hereinafter per­
mitted and approved should be 
terminated.
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(6) It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Natural 
Gas Act that the FPC gas rate schedule 
supplements related to the authoriza­
tions hereinafter granted should be ac­
cepted for filing.

The Commission orders :
(A) Permission for and approval of the 

abandonments of service by Applicants, 
as hereinbefore described and as more 
fully described in the applications and 
tabulation herein, are granted.
~(B) The orders issuing certificates of 

public convenience and necessity in vari­
ous dockets are amended by deleting 
therefrom authorization to sell natural 
gas as more fully described in the p e t i ­
tions to amend and in the tabulation 
herein, In all other respects said orders 
shall remain in full force and effect.

(C) The certificates issued in the fol­
lowing dockets which are related to the 
abandonment authorizations granted 
herein are terminated and the related 
rate schedules are cancelled:

Abandonment Terminated
authorization certificate

CI76-652 _____________  CI70-652.1
CI73—463 _____________  CI72—49.
CI73-535 ___________ _ G—2585.
CI73—636 _____________  G-18058,
CI73-753 ____ ____  G-13335.
CI74—171_____________  G—5325.
CI74—179 _____________  CI63-1475.
CI74—192 ___________ .V- CI64-3.
CI74-193 _____________  G—6664.
CI74-201 „____________  G—14142.
CI74—202_____________  CI61-230.
CI74—203 _____________  CI62-407.
CI74—211 _____________  G—15159.
CI74-216 _____________  CI72-121.
CI74—243 _____________  G—13633.2
CI74—267 ____  — CI60—206.
CI74—305 ___   £ C164r-1412.
CI74-308 _____________  G-11864.
CI74—315 _____________  G-2657.
CI74-335 _____________  G-11823.
CI74-338 _____________  CI73-288.
CI74-343 ____________ - G-17401.

1 Temporary certificate.
2 Certificate terminated only with respect to 

sales under Pennzoil Producing Company 
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 149.

(D) Applicant in Docket No. CI74-243 
is not relieved of any refund obligations 
related to the Commission’s Opinion No. 
682 issued January 11,1974, in Docket No. 
RP70-13 as a result of the abandonment 
permitted and approved herein.

(E) Applicant in Docket No. CI73-636 
is not relieved of any refund obligations 
in Docket No. G-18058 as a result of the 
abandonment permitted and approved 
herein.

(F) The rate schedule supplements re­
lated to the authorizations granted herein 
are accepted for filing, all as more fully 
set forth in the tabulation herein.

By the Commission.
[seal] K enneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

Docket
Applicant . Purchaser and location

F P C  gas rate schedule
No. and 
date filed Description and No. 

date of document1
Supp.

G-8817_______
D, 9-10-73

The California Co., a 
division of Chevron 
Oil Co. (Operator), 
et al.

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., 
a division of Tenneco Inc. 
C ut Off and Dixon Bay 
Fields, Lafourche and 
Plaquemines Parishes, 
La.

United Gas Pipe Line Co., 
Pistol Ridge Field, For­
rest County, Miss.

Notice of partial- cancella­
tion. 9-6-73

4 56

G-12654______
D , 11-16-73

. Mobil Oil Corp._____ Notice of partial cancella­
tion. 11-14-73'

120 14

CI70-652____
B, 11-26-73

Petroleum, Inc. 
(Operator) et al.

Transwestern Pipeline Co., 
Ivanhoe Field, Beaver 
County, Okla.

•Notice of cancellation 11- 
20-73.2 *.

62 5

C173-463_____
B 12-29-73

. Perry R. Bass.............. Steeple Oil & Gas Corp., 
John Schneider Gas Unit, 
Bee County, Tex.

Notice of cancellation (Un­
dated).3

24

-CI73-535........V
B, 2-12-73

. Gulf Oil Corp_______ Montana-Dakota Utilities 
Co., acreage in Big Horn 
and Washakie, Counties, 
Wyo.

Notice of cancellation. 2 - 
8^3.2 3

211 h

CI73-636..........
B , 3-23-73

. Alamo Petroleum 
Co.4

Transcontinental Gas Pipe 
Line Corp., Raceland 
Field, Lafourche Parish, 
La.

Notice of cancellation.5 3....... 51 4

CI73-753_____
B, 5-3-73

Mobil Oil Corp. 
(Operator) et al.

Arkansas Louisiana Gas 
Co., Colquitt Field, Clai­
borne Parish, La.

Notice of cancellation. 5- 
1-73.3

291 9

CI174-171___
B, 9-10-73

. Skelly Oil Co_______ Lone Star Gas Co., Isaac 
Wilson Lease, Stephens 

County, Okla.

Notice of cancellation (un­
dated).3

55 2

C174-179____
B, 9-13-73

. J. M. H uber Corp........ Panhandle Eastern Pipe 
Line Co., Kismet North­

west Field, Seward Coun­
ty, Kans.

Notice of cancellation. 9-11- 
733 3

56 5

CI174-192____
B, 9-19-73

. Texaco, Inc ............— Arkansas Louisiana Gas 
Co., N orth Carter Field, 
Beckham County, Okla.

Notice of cancellation. 9-17- 
7323

316 7

CI74-193____
B , 9-17-73

. Sun Oil Co.................... Texas Eastern Transmis­
sion Corp., Delhi Field, 
Richland Parish, La.

Notice of cancellation. 9- 
<12-733 3

36 21

CI74-201____
B , 9-24-73

. Quintín Little............ Lone Star Gas Co., Sher­
man Field, Grayson 
County, Tex.

Notice of cancellation. 9- 
20-73 23

1

CI74-202____
B, 9-26-73

. Edwin L. Cox 
(operator) et al.

Panhandle Eastern Pipe 
Line Co., Carthage Field, 
Texas County, Okla.

Notice of cancellation. 9-. 
21-73 2 3

32 7

CI74-203____
B, 10-4-73

. Texaco, Inc ................... Transcontinental Gas Pipe 
Line Corp., Bayou Couba 
Field, St. Charles, Parish, 
La.

Notice of cancellation. 10- 
2-73 21

250 13

C174-211____
B 10-5-73

. Ashland Oil, Inc_____ Texas Eastern Transmission 
. Corp., Mud F lats Field, 
Aransas County, Tex.

Notice of cancellation. 10-2-
73 2 3

221 7

C 174-216_____
B 10-1-73

. Perry R. Bass_______ Michigan Wisconsin Pipe 
Line Co., Deep Bayou 
Field, Cameron Parish,

Notice of cancellation (Un­
dated). 3

25 5

C 174-243____
B 9-28-73

. Pennzoil Producing 
Co.

United Gas Pipe Line Co., 
Monroe Field, Ouachita 
Parish, La.

Notice of cancellation 9-26-
732 38

149 21

C174-267_........
B 10-19-73

. Ashland Oil, Inc. 
(Operator) et al.

South Texas N atural Gas 
Gathering, Co., Schuster 
Field, Hidalgo County, 
Tex.

Notice of cancellation. 10- 
15-73 23

226 6

C174-305____
B 11-9-73

Robert L. Zinn 
(Operator) et al.

United Gas Pipe Line Co., 
West Tecolote Field, Jim  
Wells County, Tex.

Notice of cancellation. 9-26- 
73 3«

1 3

CI74-308_____
B 11-16-73

. Mobil Oil Corp............ Lone Star Gas Co., Cruce, 
Doyle, and Katie Fields, 
Stephens and Garvin 
Counties, Okla.

Notice of cancellation. 11- 
14-732»

8 12

C174-315.........
B 11-15-73

.. Edwin L. Cox (Op- 
erator) et al.

Lone Star Gas Co., Roady 
Northeast Field, Garvin 
County, Okla.

Notice of cancellation. 11- 
12-73'3

42 3

CI74^330____
B 11-23-73

.. Prudential Drilling 
Co.

Trunkline Gas Co., Good­
w in  F i e l d ,  N e w t o n  
County, Tex.

(3) (1») (it)

20 14CI7-L335.........
B 11-19-73

.. Marathon Oil Co. 
(Operator) et al.

A rk an sa s  L o u isian a  Gas 
C o ., E a s t  H a y n es v ille  
Field, Claiborne Parish, 
La.

N o tic e  of c a n c e lla tio n . 
11-15-73.3

CI74-336____
B 11-23-73

' Prudential Drilling 
Co.

Texas Eastern Transmission 
Coro., Hankam er Ranch 
Field, Newton County, 
Tex.

(?) (">)

CI74r-338____
B 11-19-73

. .  Mountain Petroleum, 
L td. (1972).

K ansas-N ebraska N atu ra l 
Gas Co., Inc., Fleming 
A re a , L o g a n  C o u n ty ,  
Colo.

N o tic e  of c a n c e l la t io n .  
11-16-73.21

1 1

Filing code: A—Initial service.
B—Abandonment.
C—Amendment to add acreage.
D—Amendment to delete acreage. 

'  E —Succession.
F —Partial succession.

See footnotes a t end of table.
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Docket
Applicati, Purchaser and location

F P C  gas rate schedule
date filed Description and 

date of document
No. Supp.

C174-343____
B 12-6-73

.  Mobil Oil Corp........... .  Texas Gas Transmission 
C o rp .,  E a s t  C am ero n  
Block 4 Field, Cameron 
Parish, offshore Louisiana

N o tic e  of c a n c e l la t io n .  
12-4^73.23

203 14

CI74-356.........
B 12-18-73

. Southland Royalty 
Co.

N atural Gas Pipeline Co. 
of America, Elms Field, 
Live Oak County, Tex.

(J) (10)

1 Unless otherwise stated, the  effective date is the date  of this order.
2 Includes buyer’s concurrence.
3 Depleted.
* Successor to Sword Ço. e t al.
3 Application treated as notice of cancellation.
* Currently on file as Sword Co. et al., F P C  Cas Rate Schedule No. 1.
7 Acreage is nonproductive.
8 Applicant no longer owns lands and leaseholds subject to the contract.
8 Leases released.
10 Small producer abandonm ent; there is no active rate schedule on file w ith the Commission for this sale.
11 Pressure has continually declined and it  is no longer "economically feasible to suppply gas under any 

circumstances.

[PR Doc.74-6215 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Project No. 1894]
SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTRIC & GAS CO.

Availability of Environmental Impact 
Statement

Notice is hereby given that on March 
20,1974, as required by Commission Rules 
and Regulations under Order 415-C, is­
sued December 18, 1972, a final environ­
mental impact statement prepared by the 
Commission’s staff pursuant to Section 
102(2) (C) of the National Environmen­
tal Policy Act of 1969 (Public Law 91- 
100) was placed in the public files of the 
Federal Power Commission. This state­
ment deals with an application filed by 
South Carolina Electric & Gas Company 
on July 26, 1972, requesting (1) a new 
license under Section 15 of the Federal 
Power Act for the existing Parr Hydro­
electric Project (FPC No. 1894) located 
on the Broad River in Fairfield and New­
berry Counties, South Carolina; request­
ing (2) authorization to construct and 
include within the new license a pumped- 
storage project utilizing the existing Parr 
reservoir enlarged to serve as the lower 
pool; and requesting (3) authorization 
to use the upper reservoir of the pumped- 
storage project as a cooling impound­
ment for a proposed nuclear electric 
power plant (A.E.C. Docket No. 50-395).

This statement is available for public 
inspection in the Commission’s Office of 
Public Information, Room 1000, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washington, 
D.C., 20426 and in its Atlanta Regional 
Office located at 730 Peachtree Street 
NE., Atlanta, Georgia 30308. Copies may 
be ordered from the Commission’s Office 
of Public Information, Washington, D.C. 
20426.

K enneth F. P lumb, 
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6211 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. RI74-46]
DALPORT OIL CORP.

Notice of Extension of Time and 
Postponement of Hearing

March 13, 1974.
On March 12, 1974, Staff Counsel filed 

a motion to postpone the procedural

dates fixed by Order issued February 26, 
1974, as amended by an errata notice is­
sued February 28, 1974, in the above- 
designated matter. Dalport Oil Corpora­
tion concurs in the request.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows;
Service of direct testimony and evidence by 

Dalport, April 23, 1974.
Service of direct testimony, testimony by 

Staff and any interveners opposing the 
application, April 30, 1974.

Service of rebuttal testimony and evidence, 
May 7, 1974.

Hearing, May 14, 1974 (10 a.m. e.d.t.).
K enneth F. P lumb, 

Secretary,
[FR Doc.74-6422 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. CP74-94]
UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. ET AL. 

Notice of Extension of Time
March 13, 1974.

United Gas Pipe Line Company, Com­
plainant, v. Billy J. McCombs, R. James 
Stillings, d/b/a Gastill Company, David 
A. Onsguard, Basin Petroleum Corpora­
tion, Louis H. Haring, Jr., National Ex­
ploration Company, E. I. du Pont de 
Nemours & Company and Bill Forney, 
Respondents.

On March 11, 1974, The McCombs 
Group filed a motion for reconsideration 
of order granting Staff’s appeal resched­
uling briefs and fixing date for initial 
decision and exceptions.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows:
Initial simultaneous briefs, March 21, 1974. 
Reply briefs, April 4, 1974.
Decision of Presiding Administrative Law 

Judge, May 7, 1974.
Briefs on exceptions, May 28, 1974.
Briefs opposing exceptions, June 7, 1974.

K enneth F. Plumb,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6421 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. B-8445]
CAMBRIDGE ELECTRIC LIGHT CO.

Order Affirming in Part and Amending 
Prior Order

March 14, 1974.
On October 12, 1973, Cambridge Elec­

tric Light Company (Cambridge) filed in 
this docket a proposed change of rates to 
certain jurisdictional customers. The 
changes include a proposed fuel adjust­
ment clause. By order of December 13,
1973, the Commission suspended the 
proposed changes for five months (un­
til May 14,1974), set the matter for hear­
ing, and ordered Cambridge to file, with­
in 30 days, a revised fuel adjustment 
clause to conform with the Commission’s 
Opinion No. 633.

In purported compliance with the 
Commission’s December 13 order, Cam­
bridge on January 11, 1974, tendered for 
filing a revised fuel clause and, con­
currently, an increase in the .energy 
charges associated therewith. Notice of 
this filing was issued on January 20,1974, 
with comments due on or before Feb­
ruary 5, 1974.

On February 5, 1974, the Town of 
Belmont, Massachusetts (Belmont) filed 
a response stating that (1) the revised 
fuel adjustment clause does not meet the 
intent and purpose of Commission 
Opinion No. 633, and (2) that Cambridge 
has failed to show that the revised energy 
charges and resulting revenues are just 
and reasonable. Belmont states, however, 
that it has no objection to permitting the 
new fuel adjustment clause to become 
effective, subject to refund, as of May 14,
1974.

On February 7, 1974, the Commission 
issued a letter Order accepting Cam­
bridge’s revised fuel clause for filing, to 
be effective as of May 14, 1974. An addi­
tional review of the revised fuel clause 
in light of the allegations contained in 
Belmont’s response indicates that Cam­
bridge’s revised fuel clause does conform 
to the directives of Opinion No. 633. The 
proposed increased energy charges reflect 
the increased base fuel cost specified in 
the revised fuel adjustment clause. We 
therefore reaffirm our Order of Feb­
ruary 7, 1974, accepting Cambridge's re­
vised fuel clause as of May 14, 1974, as 
being consistent with Opinion No. 633. We 
note, however, that the letter Order of 
February 7, 1974 erroneously states that 
the acceptance for filing of the revised 
fuel clause and energy charge adjust­
ments terminates Docket No. E-8445. We 
shall herein amend that letter Order to 
delete such statement.

The action taken herein is without 
prejudice to Belmont’s right to challenge 
the proposed level of rates and charges 
sought by Cambridge in this proceeding.

The Commission finds:
(1) Good cause exists to affirm the 

Commission’s letter Order of February 7, 
1974, to accept Cambridge’s revised fuel 
clause for filing, effective May 14,1974.

(2) Good cause exists to amend the 
Commission’s letter Order of February 7, 
1974, to delete the reference to termina­
tion of Docket No. E-8445.
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The Commission orders :
(A) The Commission’s letter Order of 

February 7, 1974, is hereby affirmed to 
accept Cambridge’s revised fuel clause as 
of May 14, 1974.

(B) The Commission’s letter Order of 
February 7, 1974, is hereby amended to 
delete the reference to termination of 
of Docket No. E-8445.

By the Commission.
[seal] K enneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-6407 Füed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E—8650]
COLUMBUS AND SOUTHERN OHIO 

ELECTRIC CO.
Notice of Proposed Change in Rates 

March 13, 1974.
Take notice that on March 4,1974 Col­

umbus and Southern Ohio Electric Com­
pany (C&S) tendered for filing proposed 
changes in rate schedules for municipal 
wholesale services to the Cities of Wester­
ville and Jackson and the Village of 
Glouster.

C&S asserts that the filing is in accord­
ance with Part 35 of the Commission’s 
Regulations. C&S states that the con­
tracts will supersede contracts presently 
on file with this Commission which ter­
minate according to their terms on 
May 1, 1974 with respect to Westerville 
and June 30, 1974 with respect to Glous­
ter and Jackson. The agreement of the 
parties served under the proposed con­
tracts had not been secured as of the 
date of the filing.

C&S requests an effective date for the 
proposed contracts of May 1, 1974 with 
respect to Westerville and June 30, 1974 
with respect to Glouster and Jackson.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 ’North Capitol 
Street, NE, Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro­
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti­
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before March 26, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter­
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make protes- 
tants parties to the proceeding. Any per­
son wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene. Copies of this filing 
are on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection.

K enneth F. P lumb,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6404 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. CP74-220]
EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO.

Notice of Application
March 13, 1974.

Take notice that on February 27,1974, 
El Paso Natural Gas Company (Appli­
cant); P.O. Box 1492, El Paso, Texas

79978, filed an application in Docket No. 
CP74-220 pursuant to sections 7(b) and 
7 (c) of the Natural Gas Act for permis­
sion and approval to abandon certain 
meter station facilities and for a certifi­
cate of public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the sale for resale of reap­
portioned volumes of natural gas, by com­
munity, to General Utilities, Inc. (Gen­
eral Utilities), in Graham and Greenlee 
Counties, Arizona, all as more fully set 
forth in the application which is on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection.

The application states that Applicant 
proposes to abandon, by removal and sal­
vage, the Rural Electrification Adminis­
tration (REA) Power Plant Meter Sta­
tion and the sale and delivery of natural 
gas to General Utilities-at such location 
in Graham County, Arizona. Said facili­
ties consist of one 500 B standard posi­
tive displacement type meter station, 
with appurtenances, i located on Appli­
cant’s 10%-inch O.D. Globe-Miami pipe- 
fine. Applicant states that natural gas 
service at such location is no longer re­
quired due to the dismantling of the 
subject power plant; and, therefore, ap­
plicant and General Utilities have agreed 
to abandon said meter station. The ap­
plication states that the total cost of 
the removal and salvage of such facilities 
is estimated to be $200.

The application states further that Ap- 
Applicant, at the request of General Util 
ties, proposes to reapportion, by commu­
nity the quantities of natural gas now au­
thorized to be delivered to general Utili­
ties at certain locations for resale and 
general distribution to Priority 1 and 2 
consumers in Graham and Greenlee 
Counties, Arizona. Applicant states that 
the proposed reapportionment will allow 
General Utilities to utilize the existing 
contract quantities where service to 
Priority 1 and 2 customer needs exist, 
thereby, providing a more reliable and 
adequate natural gas service without 
requiring the installation of addi­
tional facilities by Applicant or General 
Utilities.

The application states that no inter­
ruption, reduction or termination of 
natural gas service presently rendered by 
Applicant to any of its customers, 
other than that which has been ter­
minated by mutual agreement, will re­
sult upon effectuation of the abandon­
ment and the reapportionment of 
contract quantities proposed herein.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with, reference to said 
application should on or before April 8, 
1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac­
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party to 
a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing herein must file a

petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed­
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com­
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant, of the certifi­
cate and permission and approval for 
the proposed abandonment are required 
by the public convenience and necessity. 
If a petition for leave to intervene is 
timely filed, or if the Commission on its 
own motion believes that a formal hear­
ing is required, further notice of such 
hearing will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecesary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing.

K enneth F. P lumb,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6405 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-8648]
DUKE POWER CO.

Notice of Filing Fuel Conservation Rate 
Schedule

March 13, 1974.
Take notice that Duke Power Com­

pany (Duke) on March 1, 1974, tendered 
for filing a FCE (Fuel Conservation 
Energy) Rate Schedule. The said Sched­
ule proposes to make available to inter­
connected public utilities companies 
energy during off-peak hours in such 
amounts as Duke determines are avail­
able while maintaining adequate sup­
plies for its regular customers. The said 
Schedule sets forth the formula upon 
which the rate for such deliveries will be 
determined. Duke states that it is not 
necessary to install new facilities or 
modify existing ones to supply the FCE 
service.

Duke proposes an effective date of 
April 1, 1974, for its FCE Rate Schedule.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE, Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions should be filed on or before 
March 21, 1974. Protests will be con­
sidered by the Commission in determin­
ing the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro­
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of 
this fifing are on file with the Commis­
sion and are available for public 
inspection.

K enneth F. P lumb,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6406 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]
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[Docket No. CP74—222] 
IOWA-ILLINOIS GAS AND ELECTRIC CO.

Notice of Application
March 13, 1974.

Take notice that on March 1, 1974, 
Iowa-Illinois Gas and Electric Company 
(Applicant), 206 East Second Street, 
P.O. Box 4350, Davenport, Iowa 52808, 
filed in Docket No. CP74-222 an applica­
tion pursuant to section 7(b) of the 
Natural Gas Act for permission and ap­
proval to abandon certain pipeline seg­
ments in the Davenport, Iowa area, all 
as more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission and 
open to public inspection.

Applicant states that due to the reloca­
tion of the Linwood Station delivery 
point in 1969 by Natural Gas Pipeline 
Company of America, as requested by 
Applicant, to a point approximately two 
miles north of its original location in the 
flood plains of the Mississippi River, cer­
tain of Applicant’s facilities are no 
longer required for the delivery of 
natural gas. Applicant, therefore, pro­
poses to abandon approximately 2.63 
miles of eight-inch pipeline of which 
9,550 feet of pipe located primarily in 
the rural area of Scott County, Iowa, will 
be abandoned in place and the remain­
ing 4,350 feet of pipe located within the 
municipal limits of Buffalo, Iowa, will 
be converted from high-pressure pipeline 
service to 100-pound distribution service. 
Applicant further proposes to abandon 
approximately 3.13 miles of 10-inch 
pipeline located primarily within the 
municipal limits of Davenport of which 
3,200 feet of pipe will be abandoned in 
place and the remaining 13,320 feet of 
pipe will be converted from high-pres­
sure service to 100-pound distribution 
service.

Applicant states that no additional 
gas deliveries or requirements will result 
from the proposed abandonment and that 
no distribution service will be impaired 
as a result of the abandonment.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference with 
said application should on or before 
April 8, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac­
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro­
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file a peti­
tion to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro­
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on

this application if no petition to inter­
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re­
view of the matter finds that permission 
and approval for the proposed abandon­
ment are Required by the public con­
venience and necessity. If a petition for 
leave to intervene is timely filed, or if the 
Commission on its own motion believes 
that a formal hearing is required, further 
notice of such hearing will be duly 
given.

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear of 
be represented at the hearing.

K enneth F. P lumb,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6408 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-8365]
KANSAS CITY POWER & LIGHT CO.

Further Extension of Time and Postpone­
ment of Prehearing Conference and 
Hearing

March 13, 1974.
On March 5, 1974, Staff Counsel re­

quested a postponement of the proce­
dural dates fixed by notice issued Janu­
ary 29, 1974, in the above-designated 
matter. The motion states that it was 
agreed upon at an informal conference 
that the parties would join the staff’s re­
quest for a further extension.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are further modified as fol­
lows:
Staff Service of Testimony, March 22, 1974. 
Interveners Service of Testimony, April 5, 

1974.
Company Rebuttal Testimony, April 19, 1974. 
Prehearing Conference, May 6, 1974 (10 am. 

e.d.t.).
Hearing, May 6, 1974 (10 a.m. e.d.t.).

K enneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6409 Filed 3-19-74:8:45 am]

[Docket No. RP74-26]
'  LOUISIANA-NEVADA TRANSIT CO.

Extension of Time and Postponement of 
Prehearing Conference and Hearing

March 13, 1974.
On February 22, 1974, Staff Counsel 

filed a motion for an extension of the 
procedural dates fixed by order issued 
October 31,1974, in the above-designated 
matter. On February 27, 1974, a notice 
was issued def erring the procedural dates 
pending action on the motion.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows:
Service of Evidence by Staff, May 17, 1974. 
Prehearing Conference, May 29, 1974 (10 a.m, 

e.d.t.).
Service of Intervener evidence, June 3, 1974. 
Service of Company rebuttal, June 17, 1974. 
Hearing, July 9, 1974 (10 a.m. e.d.t.).

K enneth F. Plumb,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6410 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-7690]
NEPOOL POWER POOL AGREEMENT

Notice of Extension of Time and 
Postponement of Hearing

March 13,1974.
On March 6, 1974, the New England 

Power Pool Executive Committee 
(NEPOOL) filed a motion for an exten­
sion of time for filing its testimony as 
required by the order issued January 22, 
1974 in the above-designated matter. 
The motion states that the Municipal 
Petitioners and Staff have no objection 
to the requested extension. On March 11, 
1974, Staff Counsel filed a reply to the 
above motion stating that Staff does not 
object provided that the other procedural 
dates are extended accordingly.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are further modified as 
follows:
Direct testimony and exhibits by NEPOOL,

March 26,1974.
Direct testimony by Staff, April 23,1974. 
Hearing, May 7,1974 (10 a.m. e.d.t.).

K ennethF. P lumb, 
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6411 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. RP73-48] 
NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO.

Notice of Rate Change Pursuant to 
Purchased Gas Cost Adjustment Provision

March 13,1974.
Take notice that Northern Natural Gas 

Company, (Northern), on March 1, 1974 
tendered for filing Fourth Revised Sheet 
No. 3a of its F.P.C. Gas Tariff, Volume 
No. 4. Northern asserts that the proposed 
change, to become effective April 1,1974, 
would increase annual revenues from 
jurisdictional sales and service by $25,731. 
The increase of 2.204 per MCF reflects an 
increase of the wholesale F-2 rate for gas 
purchased from Colorado Interstate Gas 
Company. Northern alleges that this rate 
increase filing is being made pursuant to 
Paragraph 19 of the General Terms and 
Conditions contained in Northern’s 
F.P.C. Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 4.

Northern also included in its filing 
Substitute Fourth Revised Sheet No. 3a 
to its F.P.C. Gas Tariff, Volume No. 4. 
Northern has requested that this alter­
nate Sheet be allowed to become effective 
should Colorado Interstate obtain ap­
proval from the F.P.C. to place into effect 
on April 1, 1974, an alternate increase of 
.59  ̂per MCF.

Copies of the filing were served Upon 
the Gas Utility Customers and Inter­
ested State Commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Fed­
eral Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on or 
before March 22, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter-
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mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro­
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to  become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection.

K enneth F. P lumb,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6412 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-7777]
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC CO.

Order Granting Motion for Extraordinary 
Relief and Instituting Investigation

March 14,1974.
We have before us a “Motion for Ex­

traordinary Relief” which is an appeal 
from the presiding administrative law 
judge’s denial of a request to certify to 
us his ruling granting the Commission 
staff’s motion (Tr. 30) “to dismiss and 
remove from this proceeding all matters 
dealing with the issue of anticompetitive 
activities as they have been set forth by 
the intervenors.” Due to the scope and 
importance of his ruling, we find that 
there exist “extraordinary circum­
stances” within the meaning‘of § 1.28(a) 
of our rules of practice and procedure 
and, accordingly, we shall consider this 
appeal on the merits.

On September 29, 1972, Pacific Gas 
and Electric Company (PG&E) tendered 
for filing revised tariff sheets embodying 
a 22 percent wholesale rate increase. On 
November 10, 1972, certain of its juris­
dictional customers, namely, the cities 
of Alameda, Healdsburg, Lodi, Lompoc, 
Santa Clara and Ukiah, California 
(Cities) filed a document entitled in part 
“Motion to Reject, Protest, Request for 
Hearing and Five Months Suspension, 
and Petition to Intervene” alleging, 
among other matters, that PG&E was en­
gaging in anticompetitive behavior. 
Cities alleged that such behavior in­
cluded PG&E’s proposing a wholesale 
rate so high that its wholesale customers 
would be unable to compete with PG&E 
for large industrial retail loads and, con­
sequently, they would be caught in a 
competitive “price squeeze”. Cities asked 
that we reject the filing because of 
PG&E’s alleged anticompetitive behavior 
or, if we accept it, that we condition our 
acceptance on PG&E’s elimination of its 
alleged anticompetitive behavior. On the 
same day Northern California Power 
Agency (NCPA), an agency of the State 
of California, filed a “Petition for Inter­
vention” on behalf of the Cities of Biggs, 
Gridley, Palo Alto, Redding, and Rose­
ville, California, and Plumas-Sierra 
Rural Electric Cooperative, also alleging 
that PG&E was engaging in anticompeti 
tive behavior.

On November 27, 1972, after consider­
ing PG&E’s answers denying the allega­
tions, we accepted the filing without the 
conditions proposed by Cities, permitted 
the interventions, suspended the rate in­
crease for the maximum statutory period 
until April 28, 1973, and set the matter

for hearing, stating that “the issues 
raised by the pleadings * * * may re­
quire development in evidentiary pro­
ceedings”. In its “Application for Re­
hearing” filed December 27, 1972, Cities 
complained of our failure to say why we 
had not imposed conditions on our ac­
ceptance of PG&E’s filing and enlarged 
its request for relief by asking that we 
“require interim modification of the new 
rates so as to avoid unlawful discrimina­
tion and price squeeze”. On January 26, 
1973, we denied Cities’ “Application for 
Rehearing” stating that

Cities’ proposed conditions presuppose 
anticompetitive behavior on the part of 
Pacific Gas & Electric Company, a matter 
which cannot be properly ruled upon without 
development of the issue in an evidentiary 
proceeding.

Cities, on March 7,1973, filed a petition 
in the United States Court of Appeals for 
the District or Columbia Circuit (Docket 
No. 73-1246) to review the orders which 
we issued on November 27, 1972, and 
January 26, 1973. On April 16, 1973, we 
moved to dismiss that petition, arguing 
that the orders in question ‘were not 
sufficiently definitive to be reviewable, 
and even assuming, arguendo, that the 
orders were not interlocutory, they were 
nevetheless a nonreviewable exercise of 
the Commission’s discretionary suspen­
sion power. We stated in the motion that 
“* * * until the Commission has had an 
opportunity to consider at an evidentiary 
hearing the issue of anti-competitive be­
havior and to rule upon the justness and 
reasonableness of PG&E’s rates, such 
issues can hardly be considered definitive 
or ripe for review”. On July 5, 1973, the 
Court of Appeals summarily granted our 
motion and dismissed Cities’ petition.

At the prehearing conference in this 
proceeding on September 25, 1973, Staff 
moved “to dismiss and remove from this 
proceeding all matters dealing with the 
issue of anticompetitive activities as they 
have been set forth by the intervenors.” 
On September 28, 1973, the presiding 
judge granted the staff’s motion, stating 
that “[alnticompetitive activities are dis­
missed from consideration in this case 
* * *” On October 10, 1973, Cities and 
NCPA filed a “Request for Certification,” 
proffering forty-seven issues of alleged 
anticompetitive conduct. They took issue 
with the presiding judge’s refusal to con­
sider anticompetitive matters where full 
relief could not be granted, claiming that 
if such matters are raised they must be 
considered if some appropriate relief can 
be granted. On October 30, 1973, the 
presiding judge denied the request on 
the ground that the necessity for prompt 
Commission action had not been shown.

Cities’ and NCPA’s “Motion for Extra­
ordinary Relief” followed on November 7, 
1973, asserting that their claim that 
extraordinary circumstances exist for 
prompt Commission action is based on 
the significant limiting effect of the 
presiding judge’s ruling on the scope of 
the proceeding as previously defined in 
(1) the orders which we issued on No­
vember 27, 1972, and January 26, 1973, 
and (2) the motion which we filed in the

Court of Appeals on April 16,1973, to dis­
miss Cities’ petition to review those 
orders.

Staff opposes Cities’ and NCPA’s “Mo­
tion for Extraordinary Relief” relying on 
the orders which we issued in Southern 
California Edison Company, on Septem­
ber 21, 1973, and November 2, 1973, and 
in Arkansas Power and Light Company, 
Doqket No. E-8250, E-8071 and E-8142, 
on October 29, 1973. PG&E also opposes 
the motion on the basis that the presid­
ing judge’s ruling is consistent with the 
order which we issued in Southern Cali­
fornia, supra. PG&E argues that we did 
not commit ourselves to accepting all evi­
dence of anticompetitive activities by 
stating in the orders which we issued in 
this proceeding on November 27, 1972, 
and January 26, 1973, that the issues 
raised by the intervenors may require de­
velopment, and that Cities’ proposed 
conditions cannot be ruled upon without 
their development in an evidentiary 
proceeding. Furthermore, PG&E contends 
that the presiding judge’s ruling is con­
sistent with Gulf States Utilities Co. v. 
F.P.C., 411 U.S. 747, decided May 14,1973, 
in which it was held that we are required 
to consider, in appropriate circumstances, 
the anticompetitive effects of regulated 
aspects" of interstate utility operations 
pursuant to section 205 and 206, among 
other sections, of the Federal Power Act-

In Southern California and Arkansas 
Power, supra, the proponents of a “price 
squeeze” issue asked us to remedy an 
alleged anticompetitive wholesale rate 
by fixing the rate based upon the whole­
saler’s direct large industrial retail rates. 
A review of excerpts from the record (At­
tachment B to Cities Motion) indicates 
that, while Cities and NCPA have not 
requested the precise relief requested in 
Southern California and Arkansas, it is 
clear that Cities and NCPA have at­
tempted to introduce evidence to relieve 
or compensate for an alleged “price 
squeeze” by adjusting wholesale rate 
levels on other than a cost-plus-fair re­
turn basis. As we have indicated on num­
erous occasions, our standard in setting 
wholesale rates is that any wholesale 
rate level must be predicated on proof of 
costs associated with wholesale service 
plus a fair return. Cities and NCPA have 
been given an opportunity to present 
such evidence. We find, therefore* that 
the presiding Judge’s ruling related to 
“price squeeze” evidence is correct.

W_e note however, that it appears from 
Cities’ and NCPA’s motion for extraor­
dinary relief that anticompetitive is­
sues other than the alleged “price 
squeeze” have been raised. Cities and 
NCPA have also alleged, inter alia, that 
PG&E has entered into various contracts1

1 PG&E contracts with: San Diego Gas 
& Electric and Southern California Edison 
Company (FPC Rate Schedule No. 27); 
United States Bureau of Reclamation (FPC 
Electric Tariff Original Volume No. 4 )  ; 
Sacramento Municipal Utility District (FPC 
Rate Schedule Nq. 4 5 ) ; and Southern Califor­
nia Edison and San Diego Gas and Electric, 
Seven Party Rate Agreement (FPC Rate 
Schedule No. 105).

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 5 5 — W E D N E S D A Y , MARCH 20, 1974



10490 NOTICES

which, through their alleged restrictive 
and anticompetitive nature, have 
strengthened a purported monopoly over 
generation and transmission facilities in 
northern and central California to the 
detriment of Cities and NCPA. The relief 
either requested pr implied by the vari­
ous allegations would •entail: (1) the 
adjustment of PG&E’s rates to"Cities and 
NCPA to account for. the alleged anti­
competitive activities; (2) the direction 
by this Commission to PG&E to wheel 
power; and (3) the review and possible 
amendment of the above mentioned con­
tracts to remove anticompetitive provi­
sions.

With regard to (1) supra, as previously 
stated, this Commission, in designing 
wholesale rates, utilizes a cost plus-fair 
reasonable rates and does not have the 
authority under the Act to make the type 
of adjustment Cities . . . and NCPA are 
impliedly urging upon us. To the extent 
that the costs associated with service to 
Cities and NCPA are lower than those 
claimed by PG&E, then a rate adjust­
ment would be appropriate. However, 
evidence relating to alleged anticom­
petitive activities does not serve to prove 
or disprove the propriety of a wholesale 
rate level. Further, with respect to 
wheeling, it has been determined that 
the Commission does not have the au­
thority to order wheeling (Cf. Otter Tail 
Power Co. v. U.S., 410 U.S. 366 (1973)). 
However, the Commission may have the 
authority, in proper circumstances, to 
amend certain provisions of contracts 
on file with this Commission (Cf. Caro­
lina Power & Light Company, Docket No. 
E-7918, order issued March 12, 1973). 
We note that the contracts specifically 
complained of here are on file with this 
Commission and that relief might be 
granted if the allegations are satisfac­
torily proved at hearing. Since, however, 
such relief is unrelated to the determi­
nation of just and reasonable rates pres­
ently being made in the proceeding, we 
shall institute, in a second phase of the 
proceeding, an investigation of the con­
tracts in question pursuant to section 
206 of the Federal Power Act. In serving 
its evidence, Cities and NCPA shall in­
dicate precisely which provisions of the 
contracts are allegedly improper and 
the manner in which the provisions are 
proposed to be amended. All evidence 
shall, of course, be subject to appropri­
ate motions regarding our jurisdiction 
over the contract issues so raised as well 
as the relevancy and materiality of the 
evidence adduced.2

We view with deep seriousness and 
concern the charges made by Cities 
against PG&E and believe they warrant 
a full and complete investigation. The 
section 206 proceeding herein ordered 
will allow for such investigation and pro­
vide the appropriate forum for the 
presentation and development of a com­
plete evidentiary record concerning the 
alleged anticompetitive activity and 
conduct of PG&E. If, for example, after 
hearing and decision PG&E is found, by 
virtue of contract provisions subject to 
FPC jurisdiction, to have restricted the 
ability of its customers to develop their 
own generation, or limited customers 
access to alternate rsupply sources, this 
Commission will not hestitate to order 
contract reform or other measures as are 
necessary to eliminate such practices.

We view oiu: position as being con­
sistent with the orders which we issued 
in this proceeding on November 27, 1972, 
and January 26, 1973, as well as the 
position which we took in the Court of 
Appeals, all of which predated the Su­
preme Court’s guidance in Gulf States, 
supra. We indicated in those orders that 
we would consider all issues including 
the anticompetitive issue, but we did not 
intend to relieve those who would offer 
evidence to establish violations of anti­
trust policy from their traditional bur­
den of establishing the relevancy of such 
evidence to the issues in the proceeding, 
including their relevancy to the specific 
relief which we have the power and au­
thority to grant. Nor did we intend to 
preclude the administrative law judge 
from performing his traditional and es­
sential function of sifting the evidence 
as it is offered and inquiring into the 
prospective relevancy of particular evi­
dence when such relevancy is not readily 
apparent. Whenever proposed evidence 
fails to suggest relief which we have the 
power and authority to grant, it is the 
duty of the administrative law judge to 
exclude it from the record of the pro­
ceeding.

P olitical Activity Issue

Cities asks, as part of its Motion for 
Extraordinary Relief, that we reverse 
that portion-of the presiding judge’s rul­
ing on November 2, 1973, which denied 
Cities’ discovery request that PG&E

Provide documents which indicate any plan 
or activity by PG&E or its officers or em­
ployees since January 1, 1960 related to the 
obtaining from PG&E’s officers or employees 
of contributions to any candidates for politi­
cal office (local, state or federal).

nection with; this aspect of Cities’ and 
NCPA’s Motion for Extraordinary Relief.

The Commission orders:
(A) The Motion for Extraordinary 

Relief which was filed by the Cities of 
Alameda, Healdsburg, Lodi, Lompoc, 
Santa Clara and Ukiah, California, and 
the Northern California Power Agency 
on November 7, 1973, is granted and the 
ruling which the. presiding administra­
tive law judge issued on September 28, 
1973, granting the motion which the 
Commission Staff made at the prehear­
ing conference on September 25, 1973, is 
reversed only to the extent required to 
permit an investigation under Section 
206 of the Federal Power Act, in a second ’ 
phase of this proceeding, of the juris­
dictional contracts in question cited in 
Cities’ Motion for Extraordinary Relief.

(B) An investigation under section 206 
of the Federal Power Act into the just­
ness and reasonableness of the terms and 
conditions of the contracts identified in 
Cities’ and NCPA’s Motion for Extraor­
dinary Relief is hereby instituted as a 
separate phase of this proceeding. Cities 
and NCPA shall file testimony and ex­
hibits in support of its allegations con­
cerning the subject contracts on or be­
fore April 23, 1974. Staff evidence, if any, 
shall be served on or before May 7, 1974. 
Rebuttal evidence shall be served on or 
before May 21, 1974. Cross examination 
of the testimony and exhibits filed shall 
take place on June 4, 1974, before the 
Presiding Administrative Law Judge 
presently designated in this docket, as 
such other Administrative Law Judge as 
may be assigned in a hearing room of the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426.

(C) The Secretary of the Commission 
shall cause prompt publication of this 
order to be made in the F ederal R eg­
ister.

By the Commission.
[seal] K enneth F. P lumb,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-6413 Filed 3-19-74; 8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-8649]
PACIFIC POWER AND LIGHT CO.

Notice of Application
March 13, 1974.

Take notice that on March 4,1974, Pa­
cific Power and Light Company (Appli­
cant) , a corporation organized under the 
laws of the State of Maine and qualified 
to transact business in the States of Ore­
gon, Wyoming, Washington, California, 
Montana and Idaho, with its principal 
business office at Portland, Oregon, filed 
an application with the Federal Power 
Commission, pursuant to section 204 of 
the Federal Power Act, seeking an order 
authorizing borrowings in an aggregate 
principal amount not exceeding $35,000,- 
000 at any one time outstanding under a 
Loan Facility with certain banks.

Under such Loan Facility, Applicant 
would have the right to make borrow-

2 We note that, with respect to the con­
tract with the Sacramento Municipal Util­
ity District (FPC Rate Schedule No. 45), 
NCPA has previously raised certain issues 
relating to alleged anticompetitive provi­
sions contained in this contract. In Northern 
California Power Agency v. F.P.C., D.C. Cir. 
No. 73-1765, the Commission has taken the 
position that the contract provisions that 
NCPA urged the Commission to review in a 
proceeding before the Oommisison relate to 
service over which the Commission does not 
exercise jurisdiction and therefore the Com­
mission was without power to grant the 
relief requested.

PG&E states in its Response (1) that in 
a recent filing Cities sufficiently narrowed 
its request to permit PG&E to respond, 
and (2) that PG&E

Pursues no activities whatever to elicit 
compulsory political contributions from its 
officers, employees or any other persons and, 
therefore, that it has no documents of the 
sort which Cities have requested.

It appears from PG&E’s Response that 
the issue sought to be raised has become 
moot and, consequently, we make no 
other findings and issue no orders in con­
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ings not exceeding $35,000,000 at any one 
time outstanding through drawings un­
der a revolving standby Loan Facility 
evidenced by a Letter Agreement to be 
dated as of March 18,1974, between Ap­
plicant and White, Weld & Co., Limited 
as Agent for the Banks listed in said 
Letter Agreement. The duration of the 
Loan Facility would be for a period of 
18 months from the date thereof until 
October 1,1975. Under the Loan Facility, 
Applicant would have the right to make 
dravflhgs from time to time in the 
amount of $1,000,000, or multiples there­
of, for a period of one, three or six 
months, at Applicant’s option, which bor­
rowings would mature and be repaid on 
the last day of the chosen period, but in 
no event later than the termination date 
of the Loan Facility. Each drawing would 
be advanced by the Banks in the propor­
tions to their respective commitments as 
set forth in said Letter Agreement.

Interest would be payable on each 
drawing at a rate per annum equal to a 
margin of % of 1 percent per annum 
plus the rate equal to the arithmetic 
mean (which, if not a whole multiple of 
%6 of 1 percent, would be increased to 
the nearest whole multiple of Vie of 1 
percent) of the rates at which deposits in 
United States Dollars are offered by 
prime banks in the London interbank 
market for periods of one, three or six 
months, whichever is appropriate, and 
would be fixed at 11 a.m. (London time) 
two business days prior to the date on 
which the drawing is made. The interest 
would be payable on each drawing from 
the date thereof until actual repayment 
and would be calculated on the basis of 
the actual number of days elapsed di­
vided by 360. Applicant will be under no 
requirement or understanding to main­
tain compensating balances with the 
Banks.

Applicant would pay a commitment 
commission in United States Dollars at 
the rate of Ya percent per annum from 
the date of acceptance by Applicant 
until the termination of the Loan Facility 
calculated on the basis of the actual 
number of days elapsed divided by 360 
and on the daily unused portion of the 
Loan Facility payable ninety days in ar­
rears from the date of signing the Letter 
Agreement for the Loan Facility.

Proceeds from the borrowings to be 
made under the Loan Facility would be 
used, in part, to temporarily finance Ap­
plicant’s construction expenditures for 
1974 presently estimated at $259,589,000. 
The balance of funds required to meet 
estimated 1974 construction expenditures 
is expected to come, in part, from short­
term borrowings presently authorized by 
the Commission and as the Commission 
may further authorize, and from further 
permanent financing later in 1974 of a 
type and magnitude not yet finally de­
termined.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to this 
application should, on or before April 5, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com­
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, peti­
tions to intervene or protests in accord­
ance with the requirements of the Com­

mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve 
to make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Persons wishing to become 
parties to a proceeding or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein must 
file petitions to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. The appli­
cation is on file with the Commission 
and available for public inspection.

* K enneth F. P lumb,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6414 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. CP74r-225] 
PENNSYLVANIA GAS CO.

Notice of Application
March 13, 1974.

Take notice that on March 4, 1974, 
Pennsylvania Gas Company (Applicant), 
213 Second Avenue, Warren, Pennsyl­
vania 16365, filed in Docket No. CP74-225 
an application pursuant to sections 7 (b) 
and 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for 
permission and approval to abandon a 
total of 21 miles of existing pipelines 
located in Erie County, Pennsylvania, 
and for a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity authorizing Applicant to 
construct and operate 7.1 miles of re­
placement pipelines, all as more fully 
set forth in the application which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection.

Applicant proposes to abandon ap­
proximately 21 miles of parallel 8-inch 
10-inch, 12-inch transmission pipeline 
extending between Applicant’s regulator 
station on Stuart Road near Wattsburg, 
Pennsylvania, and the regulator station 
near Phillipsville, Pennsylvania, and re­
place said pipeline with two sections 
totaling 7.1 miles of new 20-inch trans­
mission pipeline. Applicant states that 
the proposed 20-inch pipeline sections 
will replace 21 miles of existing bare 
transmission pipeline up to 88 years old 
which, pursuant to Department of 
Transportation safety regulations, would 
require an investment "of $205,000 for 
cathodic protection. The application 
states that this proposed construction 
will obviate the necessity of such an 
expenditure while increasing Applicant’s 
transmission capacity from its supply 
areas to its main marketing areas of 
Erie, Pennsylvania, and Jamestown, New 
York.

Applicant estimates the cost for con­
struction of the proposed 20-inch trans­
mission pipeline will be $1,000,000, which 
Applicant intends to finance in part out 
of available company funds, and in part, 
from funds to be obtained by issuing to 
its parent corporation, National Fuel Gas 
Company, notes or stock, or both, at 
face or par value. '

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before April 8, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com­
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti­
tion to intervene or a protest in ac­

cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro­
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by 
it in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken but will not serve to make 
the protestants parties to the proceed­
ing. Any person wishing to become a 
party to a proceeding or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein must 
file a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter­
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate and permission and ap­
proval for the proposed abandonment 
are required by the public convenience 
and necessity. If a petition for leave to 
intervene is timely filed, or if the Com­
mission on its own motion believes that 
a formal hearing is required, further no­
tice of such hearing will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing.

K enneth F. P lumb, 
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6415 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-8646]
PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF 

OKLAHOMA
Notice of Filing of Supplement to Rate 

Schedule
March 13, 1974.

Take notice that Public Service Com­
pany of Oklahoma (PSCO) on March 1, 
1974 tendered for filing a Supplement 
to its Rate Schedule FPC No. 186. The 
said Supplement is an agreement be­
tween PSCO and Union Electric Com­
pany (Union) for the sale to Union of 
100 MV of capacity during the period 
April 1, 1974 to March 31, 1975. The 
Supplement calls for a demand charge 
at the rate of $1.50 per kilowatt of capac­
ity per month regardless of unit avail­
ability. In addition, Union is to pay PSCO 
the preceding monthly average cost of 
fuel plus 1.32 mills for various opera­
tional costs for each kilowatt hour of 
energy scheduled,. The Supplement con­
tains a conservation clause in which 
Union agrees to redeliver to PSCO en­
ergy generated on coal-fired capacity in 
an amount equal to one-half the amount 
of energy Union receives from PSCO 
under the agreement. PSCO purposes 
an effective date of April 1, 1974 for this 
Supplement.

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the
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Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions should be filed on or before 
March 21, 1974. Protests will be consid­
ered by the Commission in determining 
the appropriate action to be taken but 
will not serve to make protestants par­
ties to the proceeding. Any person wish­
ing to become a party must file a peti­
tion to intervene. Copies of this filing 
are on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection.

K enneth F. P lumb,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6416 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-8645]
PUGET SOUND -POWER AND LIGHT CO.

Notice of Filing of Agreement
March 13, 1974.

Take notice that on February 27, 1974 
Puget Sound Power and Light Company 
(PSP) tendered for filing an agreement 
between PSP and Southern California 
Edison Company (SCE). The said Agree­
ment is for the sale of energy by PSP 
to SCE. The rates for and the amounts 
of such energy will be established by the 
parties, but in no event, will the rate 
exceed six mills per kilowatt-hour at the 
point of delivery, the Oregon-California 
border.

PSP proposes an effective date of Feb­
ruary 28, 1974 for this Agreement.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application-should file a pe­
tition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10) . All such 
petitions should be filed on or before 
March 21, 1974. Protests will be consid­
ered by the Commission in determining 
the appropriate action to be taken but 
will not serve to make protestants par­
ties to the proceeding. Any person wish­
ing to become a party must file a peti­
tion to intervene. Copies of this filing are 
on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection.

K enneth F. P lumb,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6417 Filed 3-19-74;8;45 am]

[Docket No. CP73-225]
TEXAS GAS TRANSMISSION CORP.

Notice of Petition To Amend
March 13, 1974.

Take notice that on March 1, 1974, 
Texas Gas Transmission Corporation 
(Petitioner), P.O. Box 1160, Owensboro, 
Kentucky 42301, filed a petition to amend 
the order issuing a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity in Docket No. 
CP73-225 pursuant to section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act on July 19, 1973 (50 
F P C ___ ) by authorizing Petitioner to

continue to exchange natural gas with 
Terre Haute Gas Corporation (Terre 
Haute), all as more fully set forth in 
the petition to amend which is on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection.

By the order issued July 19, 1973, Peti­
tioner was authorized to transport and 
exchange up to 2,000 Mcf of natural gas 
per day with Terre Haute, pursuant to an 
exchange agreement between the parties 
dated December 8,1973, for a period end­
ing December 15, 1973. Petitioner re­
quests authorization to extend this* si­
multaneous exchange of gas with Terre 
Haute for a period beginning December 
16, 1973, through May 1, 1975, as pro­
vided in a letter agreement between the 
parties dated December 15, 1973.

Petitioner states that such an exten­
sion is needed due to operating condi­
tions of Terre Haute’s system and in or­
der for Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
Company to test the feasibility of the 
Galcutta Carbon Storage Field located in 
Parke and Clay Counties, Indiana, near 
Brazil, Indiana.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should on or before 
April 8, 1974, file with the Federal Power 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac­
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro­
cedure <18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the reg­
ulations under the Natural Gas Act <18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
-determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the pro­
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file a peti­
tion to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules.

K enneth F. P lumb,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6418 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[Docket No. CP74r-214]
UNITED GAS PIPE UNE CO.

Notice of Application
March 13,1974.

Take notice that on February 25, 1974, 
United Gas Pipe Line Company (Appli­
cant) , 1500 Southwest Tower, Houston, 
Texas77002, filed in Docket No. CP74-214 
an application pursuant to sections 7(b) 
and 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for per­
mission and approval to abandon pipe­
line sections on Applicant’s system in 
east Texas and North Louisiana and for a 
certificate of public convenience and ne­
cessity authorizing the installation and 
operation of meter and regulating facili­
ties, all as more fully set forth in the ap­
plication which is on file with the Com­
mission and open to public inspection.

Applicant proposes to abandon certain 
segments of its pipeline system which are 
no longer needed in Applicant’s opera­
tions. Applicant states that by such 
abandonments Applicant will avoid cer­

tain expenditures for cathodic protection 
of the pipe required by the Office of Pipe­
line Safety of the U.S. Department of 
Transportation which would otherwise be 
required. %

Applicant proposes to abandon in 
place, 6,683 feet of the 8-inch Waskom- 
Tyler line located near Tyler, Smith 
County, Texas, and 2,270 feet of the 4- 
inch Kangerga Field transmission line in 
Rusk County, Texas. Applicant proposes, 
in addition, to abandon and sell to Lou­
isiana Gas Service Company 494 feet of 
the Tallulah, Louisiana 4-inch tap line 
near Tallulah, Madison Parish, Louisi­
ana; 10,433 feet of the 4-inch Richland 
Field transmission line to the Winnsboro 
line located in Richland Parish, Louisi­
ana, where Applicant proposes to install 
meter and regulating facilities estimated 
to cost $840 to serve this low pressure line 
from the 4-inch Winnsboro line; and 
145,685 feet of the 7-inch line located in 
Ouachita and Jackson Parishes, Louisi­
ana, where Applicant proposes to in­
stall meter and regulating facilities esti­
mated to cost $4,310 to serve this low 
pressure 7-inch line from the 30-inch 
South-North line.

Applicant states that installation of 
the proposed meter and regulating facil­
ities will allow Applicant to provide for 
continued service to those pipelines being 
sold. The application states that two do­
mestic farm tap customers on the 8-inch 
Waskom-Tyler line, and seven such cus­
tomers on the 4-inch Kangerga Field 
transmission line whose service will be 
terminated will be furnished with pro­
pane storage tanks by Applicant.

Applicant states further that the re­
mainder of the domestic farm tap cus­
tomers presently on the section of Was­
kom-Tyler line being abandoned will 
continue to be served by connections to 
the distributor, United Gas, Lkl, from 
another part of Applicant’s pipeline sys­
tem. Domestic farm tap customers on the
4-inch Richland Field transmission line 
to the Winnsboro line and on the. 7-inch 
Hodge line will continue to be served by 
Louisiana Gas Service Company through 
the facilities being sold by Applicant and 
through the proposed meter and regulat­
ing facilities to be installed by Applicant.

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before April 8, 
1974, file with the Federal Power Com­
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a pe­
tition to intervene or a protest in accord­
ance with the requirements of the Com­
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regulations 
under the Natural Gas Act <18 CFR 
157.10). All protests filed with the Com­
mission will be considered by it in deter­
mining the appropriate action to be taken 
but will not serve to make the protes­
tants parties to the proceeding. Any per­
son wishing to become a party to a pro­
ceeding or to participate as a party in any 
hearing therein must file a petition to in­
tervene in accordance with the Commis­
sion’s rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
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Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro­
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter­
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re­
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate and permission and ap­
proval for the proposed abandonment are 
required by the public convenience and 
necessity. If a petition for leave to inter­
vene is timely filed, or if the Commission 
on its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of such 
hearing will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing.

K enneth F. P lumb,
Secretary.

[FR  Doc.74-6420 F iled  3-19-74 ;8 :45  am] .

[Docket No. RP74-37-10]
UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. (UNITED GAS,

INC. ON BEHALF OF B. C. ROGERS AND
SONS, INC.)

Notice of Petition for Extraordinary Relief 
M arch  13,1974.

Take notice that on March 4, 1974 
United Gas, Inc. (UGI) filed a petition 
for extraordinary relief on behalf of 
B. C. Rogers and Sons, Inc. (Rogers) 
seeking an additional annual supply of
193,000 Mcf of natural gas from United 
Gas Pipe Line Company (United) .

Rogers is located in Morton, Missis­
sippi and supplied by UGI which in turn 
is supplied by United. Its base require­
ment, as established by United, is 83,566 
Mcf/per year and Morton’s entire base 
requirement is 271,912 Mcf /per year. 
The requested additional service would 
increase Rogers’ base requirements to a 
total exceeding that which the town pf 
Morton is allotte£T(277,000; 271,912) and 
UGI states that it cannot supply this in­
crease. The additional supplies would be 
used for operating a soon to be completed 
rendering plant at the Rogers’ poultry 
processing complex. The rendering plant 
will be used to dispose of waste materials 
and Rogers states that the entire complex 
will necessarily be closed if it cannot dis­
pose of the waste products through this 
plant (all as more fully set out in the at­
tachment to UGI’s petition which is on 
file with the Commission and open for 
public inspection).

Any person desiring to be heard or to. 
make protest with reference to said peti­
tion should on or before March 28, 1974, 
file with the Federal Power Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426 petitions to in­
tervene or protests in accordance with 
the requirements of the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure (18 CFR 
1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to a proceeding. Per­

sons wishing to become parties to a pro­
ceeding or to participate as a party in any 
hearing therein must file petitions to in­
tervene in accordance with the Coixunis- 
sion’s rules. The petition is on file with 
the Commission and is available for pub­
lic inspection.

K enneth F. P lumb,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.74-6419 Filed 3-19-74 ;8 :45  am]

FED ER AL R ESER VE SYSTEM
ALABAMA FINANCIAL GROUP, INC.

Order Approving Acquisition of Bank
Alabama Financial Group, Inc., Bir­

mingham, Alabama, a bank holding com­
pany within the meaning of the Bank 
Holding Company Act, has applied for 
the Board’s approval under section 3(a) 
(i® 5  the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)) to 
acquire 88.2 percent of the voting shares 
of The Sand Mountain Bank, Boaz, Ala­
bama (“Bank”) .

Notice of the application affording op­
portunity for interested persons to sub­
mit comments and views has been given 
in accordance with section 3(b) of the 
Act. The time for filing comments and 
views has expired, and this Federal Re­
serve Bank has considered the applica­
tion and all comments received in light 
of the factors set forth in section 3(c) oi 
the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

Applicant, the fourth largest banking 
organization in Alabama coptrols seven 
banks which have deposits of $683.3 mil­
lion or 9.7 percent of deposits in all com­
mercial banks of the state. (Banking 
data are as of June 30, 1973, and reflect 
acquisitions and formations approved by 
the Board through February 1, ,1974 ) ^c- 
quisition of Bank having deposits of $23.1 
million would increase Applicant’s share 
of Alabama commercial bank deposits by 
less than one percent and would not 
change Applicant’s rank among other 
banking organizations in the state in ag­
gregate commercial bank deposits. No 
undue concentration of banking re­
sources in Alabama would result.

Applicant is seeking to make its ini­
tial entry into the Marshall County 
banking market, which is located in the 
northeastern part of Alabama. Applicant, 
in acquiring Bank, the third largest bank 
in the market, with deposits represent­
ing 20.8 percent of commercial bank de­
posits in the market, will not be gaining 
a dominant position.

Applicant’s closest subsidiary bank is 
at Anniston, Alabama, 41 miles southeast 
of Bank. No competition exists between 
Applicant’s banking subsidiaries and 
Bank, and it is not likely that significant 
future competition would develop be­
tween them because of the distances in­
volved and Alabama’s restrictive branch­
ing laws. The acquisition would be pro- 
competitive by breaking an existing affil­
iation with another bank in the market, 
and would have no adverse competitive 
effects

The financial and managerial re­
sources and prospects of Applicant, its 
subsidiaries and Bank are satisfactory;
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future prospects appear favorable in that 
Applicant will make available to Bank its 
managerial resources. The proposed affi­
liation with Applicant will allow Bank to 
initiate a 24-hour automatic teller serv­
ice and offer corporate services to 
branches of national concerns located in 
the market. Considerations relating to 
convenience and needs of the commu­
nity to be served lend weight toward ap­
proval of the application. It is this Fed­
eral Reserve Bank’s judgment that con­
summation of the proposed transaction 
would be in the public interest and that 
the application should be approved.

On the basis of the record, the appli­
cation is approved for the reasons sum­
marized above. The transactions shall 
not be consummated (a) before the thir­
tieth calendar day following the effective 
date of this Order or (b) later than three 
months after the effective date of this 
Order, unless such period is extended 
for good cause by the Board, or by the 
Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta pursu­
ant to delegated authority.

By order of the Federal Reserve Bank 
of Atlanta acting under delegated au­
thority for the Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System, effective 
March 12, 1974.

[seal] K yle K. F ossum,
First Vice President.

[FR Doc.74-6358 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

BARNETT BANKS OF FLORIDA, INC.
Order Approving Acquisition of Bank
Barnett Banks of Florida, Inc., Jack­

sonville, Florida, a bank holding com­
pany within the meaning of the Bank 
Holding Company Act, has applied for 
the Board’s approval under section 3(a)
(3) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)) to 
acquire 90 per cent or more of the voting 
shares of Barnett Bank of South Or­
lando, Orlando, Florida, a proposed new 
bank.

Notice of the application, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to 
submit comments and views, has been 
given in accordance with section 3(b) 
of the Act. The time for filing comments 
and views has expired, and the Board has 
considered the application and all com­
ments received in light of the factors set 
forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(c)).

Applicant, the second largest bank 
holding company in Florida, controls 52 
banks with aggregate deposits of $1:6 
billion, representing 7.8 per cent of total 
deposits of commercial banks in the 
State/ Since Bank is a proposed new 
bank, no existing competition will be 
eliminated nor would Applicant’s share 
of Statewide deposits be increased.

Applicant presently controls five bank­
ing subsidiaries in the Orlando banking 
market (comprising Orange and south 
Seminole Counties). Applicant does not

1 All banking data are as of June 30, 1973, 
and reflect bank holding company forma­
tions and acquisitions approved through 
February 28,1974.
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dominate the market as it controls but 
12.3 per cent of market deposits. In con­
trast, the largest banking institution in 
the market controls approximately 40 
per cent of the area’s commercial bank 
deposits. None of Applicant’s banking 
subsidiaries presently draw any signifi­
cant amount of business from the pro­
posed service area of Bank. It appears 
that no significant existing competition 
would be eliminated nor significant po­
tential competition foreclosed, nor would 
there be any undue adverse effects on 
any competing banks. Based on the rec­
ord before it, the Board concludes that 
consummation of the proposed acquisi­
tion would not adversely effect competi­
tion in any relevant area.

The financial and managerial re­
sources and prospects of Applicant, its 
subsidiary banks, and Bank are regarded 
as generally satisfactory, particularly in 
view of Applicant’s commitments to in­
ject capital into certain of its subsid­
iaries. Thus, considerations relating to 
banking factors are consistent with ap­
proval. Considerations relating to the 
convenience and needs of the community 
to be served lend some weight toward ap­
proval as Bank will offer an alternative 
source of full banking services to resi­
dents of the area. It is the Board’s judg­
ment that the proposed acquisition would 
be in the public interest and that the ap­
plication should be approved.

On the basis of the record, the applica­
tion is approved for the reasons sum­
marized above. The transaction shall not 
be made (a) before the thirtieth calen­
dar day following the effective date Of 
this Order or (b) later than three months 
after the effective date of this Order, and
(c) Barnett Bank of South Orlando, Or­
lando, Florida, shall be opened for busi­
ness not later than six months after the 
effective date of this Order. Each of the 
periods described in (b) and (c) may be 
extended for good causé by the Board, or 
by the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta 
pursuant to delegated authority.

By order of the Board of Governors,2 
effective March 13, 1974.

[seal] T heodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary Of the Board.

[PR Doc.74—6360 Piled 3-19-74;8:45 am]

FIRST AT ORLANDO CORP.
Order Approving Acquisition of Bank
First at Orlando Corporation, Orlando, 

— Florida, a bank holding company within 
the meaning of the Bank Holding Com­
pany Act, has applied for the Board’s ap­
proval under section 3(a) (3) of the Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)) to acquire 90 per­
cent or more of the voting shares of Citi­
zens National Bank of Naples, Naples, 
Florida (“Bank”) .

Notice of the application, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to sub­
mit comments and views, has been given 
in accordance with section 3(b) of the

“Voting for this action; Chairman Burns 
and Governors Mitchell, Brimmer, Sheehan, 
Bucher, Holland, and Wallich.

Act, and the time for comment has ex­
pired. The Federal Reserve Bank of At­
lanta, acting pursuant to delegated au­
thority for the Board, has considered the 
application and comments received in 
light of the factors set forth in section 
3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

Applicant is the third largest banking 
organization in Florida, and controls 
thirty-nine subsidiary banks with de­
posits of $1.5 billion, representing 7.14 
percent of total deposits in commercial 
banks in the state. (Banking data are as 
of June 30,1973, adjusted to reflect hold­
ing company formations and acquisitions 
approved by the Board through Febru­
ary 1, 1974.) The proposed acquisition of 
Bank, having deposits of $28.6 million, 
would not result in a significant increase 
in the concentration of banking re­
sources in Florida, and would not change 
Applicant’s rank in amount of deposits 
held by banking organizations in the 
state.

The relevant banking market is Col­
lier County, Florida, excluding the town 
of Immokalee; Naples is the county seat. 
Bank is the third largest of six banks now 
in the market; and its deposits represent 
13 percent of commercial bank deposits 
in the market. Applicant in acquiring 
Bank will not gain a dominant position, 
and the acquisition will end Bank’s af­
filiation with the second largest bank in 
the market, which holds 33 percent of 
market deposits.

Applicant’s closest subsidiary bank is 
located in Miami, 110 miles to the east. 
Applicant’s nonbanking subsidiaries de­
rive no business from the service area of 
Bank. Because of the distance and Flor­
ida’s prohibitions against branch bank­
ing, it is not likely that future competi­
tion would arise between Bank and Ap­
plicant’s subsidiaries. Accordingly, ap­
proval of the application would have no 
adverse competitive effects.

The financial and managerial re­
sources and future prospects of Appli­
cant, its subsidiary banks, and Bank are 
regarded as generally satisfactory and 
consistent with approval, especially in 
view of Applicant’s commitments to fur­
nish additional capital to its other sub­
sidiary banks. Customers of Bank will 
have access to trust services, investment 
advisory services, and mortgage financ­
ing through Applicant’s subsidiaries, and 
Bank would be enabled to meet the bor­
rowing needs of its largest customers. 
Considerations related to the convenience 
and needs of the community to be served 
thus lend some weight toward approval 
of the application. In the judgment of 
this Federal Reserve Bank, the applica­
tion is in the public interest and should 
be* approved.

On the basis of the record, the appli­
cation is approved for the reasons sum­
marized above. The transaction shall not 
be consummated (a) before the thirtieth 
calendar day following the date of this 
Order or (b) later than three months 
after such date, unless such period is 
extended for good cause by the Board, 
or by the Federal Reserve Bank of At­
lanta pursuant to delegated authority.

By order of the Federal Reserve Bank 
of Atlanta, acting under delegated au­
thority for the Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System, effective 
March 8, 1974.

[seal] Monroe K imbrel,
President.

[FR Doc.74-6363 Filed 3-13-74;8.'45 am]

BUSINESS ADMINISTRATIVE NEEDS OF 
KANSAS, LTD.

Formation of Bank Holding Company
Business Administrative Needs of Kan­

sas, Ltd., Wichita, Kansas, has applied 
for the Board’s approval under section 
3(a)(1) of the Bank Holding Company 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a 
bank holding company through acquisi­
tion of 65.2 percent or more of the voting 
shares of The State Bank, of Lancaster, 
Lancaster, Kansas. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the application 
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)),

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or at 
the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas City. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ­
ing to the Secretary, Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20051 to be received not later 
than April 9, 1974.

Board of Governors of th^ Federal Re­
serve System, March 12, 1974.

[seal] T heodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.74-6364 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

COMMUNITY BANKS OF FLORIDA, INC. 
Acquisition of Bank

Community Banks of Florida, Inc., 
Seminole, Florida, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(3) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)) to acquire 90 percent 
or more of the voting shares of Redington 
Community Bank, Redington Shores, 
Florida. The factors that are considered 
in acting on the application are set forth 
in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ­
ing to the Reserve Bank, to be received 
not later than April 10,1974.

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, March 14, 1974.

[seal] T heodore E. Allison, 
Asssitant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.74-6326 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

FIRST AT ORLANDO CORPORATION 
ORLANDO, FLORIDA

Order Approving Acquisition of Bank
First at Orlando Corporation, Orlando, 

Florida, a bank holding company within 
the meaning of the Bank Holding Com-
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pany Act, has applied for the Board’s 
approval under section 3(a)(3) of the 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)) to acquire 90 
percent or more of the voting shares of 
The First American Bank of Pensacola, 
Pensacola, Florida (“Bank”) .

Notice of the application affording op­
portunity for interested personsxto sub­
mit comments and views has been given 
in accordance with section 3(b) of the 
Act. The time for filing comments and 
views has expired, and this Federal Re­
serve Bank has considered the applica­
tion and all comments received in light 
of the factors set forth in section 3(c) 
of the Act (12U.S.C. 1842(c)).

Applicant, the third largest banking 
organization in Florida, controls 39 banks 
having deposits of $1.5 billion or 7.1 per­
cent of deposits in all commercial banks 
of the state. (Banking data are as of 
June 30, 1973, and reflect acquisitions 
and formations approved lay the Board 
through February 1, 1974). Acquisition 
of Bank, having deposits of $12.3 mil­
lion, would increase Applicant’s share of 
Florida commercial bank deposits by less 
than one percent, and would not change 
Applicant’s rank among other banking 
organizations in the state in aggregate 
commercial bank deposits. No undue con­
centration of banking resources in Flor­
ida would result.

Applicant is seeking to make its initial 
entry into the Pensacola market which 
includes Escambia and Santa Rosa Coun­
ties in the northwestern part of Florida. 
Applicant, in acquiring Bank, the sixth 
largest of 16 banks in the market, with 
deposits representing 3.8 percent of com­
mercial bank deposits in the market, will 
not be gaining a dominant position.

Applicant’s closest subsidiary bank is 
at Gainesville, Florida, 347 miles south­
east of Bank. No competition exists be­
tween Applicant’s subsidiaries and Bank, 
and it is not likely that future competi­
tion would develop between them because 
of the distances involved and Florida’s 
restrictive branching laws. The acqui­
sition would have no adverse competitive 
effects.

The financial and managerial re­
sources and prospects of Applicant, its 
subsidiaries and Bank are satisfactory in 
light of Applicant’s commitment to in­
crease. capital in its other subsidiary 
banks; future prospects appear favor­
able. There is no evidence that the bank­
ing needs of the community are not 
being served; however the proposed 
affiliation with Applicant will help Bank 
improve the quality of the services it is 
currently providing. Also, Bank’s cus­
tomers will have access to mortgage 
services, trust services, and investment 
advisory services through Applicant’s 
subsidiaries. Considerations relating to 
convenience and needs of the community 
to be served lend weight toward approval 
of the application. It is this Federal Re­
serve Bank’s judgment that consumma­
tion of the proposed transaction would 
be in the public interest and that the 
application should be approved.

On the basis \of the record, the ap­
plication is approved for the reasons 
summarized above. The transaction

shall not be consummated (a) before the 
thirtieth calendar day following the ef­
fective date of this Order or (b) later 
than three months after the effective 
date of this Order, unless such period is 
extended for good cause by the Board, or 
by the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta 
pursuant to delegated authority.

By order of the Federal Reserve Bank 
of Atlanta acting under delegated au­
thority for the Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System, effective 
March 12,1974.

[seal! K yle K. Fossum,
First Vice President.

[FR Doc.74-6359 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

FIRST VIRGINIA BANKSHARES CORP.
Order Approving Retention of Arlington 

Mortgage Company
First Virginia Bankshares Corporation, 

Falls Church, Virginia, a bank holding 
company within the meaning of the Bank 
Holding Company Act, has applied for 
the Board’s approval, under section 4(c)
(8) of the Act and § 225.4(b) (2) of the 
Board’s Regulation Y, to retain all of the 
voting shares of Arlington Mortgage 
Company, Falls Church, Virginia (“Com­
pany”), a company that engages in the 
following activities: origination and ac­
quisition of both FHA and VA-insured 
and conventional real estate loans (in­
cluding construction loans), and servic­
ing of all types of real estate loans. Such 
activities have been determined by the 
Board to be closely related to banking 
(12 CFR Part 225.4(a) (1) and (3) ).

Notice of the application, affording op­
portunity for interested persons to sub­
mit comments and views on the public 
interest factors, has been duly published 
(39 Federal Register 1487). The time for 
filing comments and views has expired, 
and none has been timely received.

Applicant directly acquired Company 
in 1968 under authority of § 4(c) (5) of 
the Act.1 Applicant seeks permission 
through this application to operate Com­
pany under the broader authority con­
tained in § 4(c) (8) of the Act. In con­
sidering a proposal for the retention of 
shares in a nonbanking company under 
§ 4(c) (8) of the Act, the Board must find 
that the proposed retention of the non­
banking company could reasonably be 
expected to produce benefits to the pub­
lic, such as greater convenience, in­
creased competition, or gains in efficien­
cy, that outweigh possible adverse ef- - 
fects such as an undue concentration of 

•resources, decreased or unfair competi­
tion, conflicts of interests, or unsound 
banking practices.

Applicant, the sixth largest banking 
organization in Virginia, controls 23 
banks with aggregate deposits of $761 
million, representing 6.7 per cent of total

1 Section 4(c) (5) of the Act generally per­
mits a bank holding company to acquire, 
without Board approval, “shares which are 
of the kinds and amounts eligible for invest­
ment by national banking associations 
under the provisions of section 5136 of the 
Revised Statutes”.

deposits in commercial banks in Vir­
ginia.2 Applicant’s nonbanking subsidi­
aries engage in activities including mort­
gage lending, consumer finance, leasing, 
advisor to real estate investment trust, 
the sale of insurance, and holding title 
to bank premises.

Company (assets of $16 million as of 
December 31, 1972) is headquartered in 
Falls Church, Virginia, a suburb of 
Washington, D.C., and ranked as the 
135th largest mortgage company in the 
United States based on a mortgage serv­
icing volume of $212 million as of June 
30, 1973.“ The principal competitive ef­
fects of Applicant’s proposal are limited 
to the Washington, D.C., SMSA. In 1968, 
Applicant’s lead bank, First Virginia 
Bank, Falls Church, Virginia (“Bank”) . 
originated a total of approximately $4.6 
million of 1-4 family residential mort­
gage loans and $4.7 million of mortgage 
loans on multi-family and non-residen- 
tial property in the Washington, D.C., 
SMSA; during the same period and with­
in the same area, Company originated 
about $11 million of 1-4 family residen­
tial mortgage loans and $15 million of 
mortgage loans on multi-family and non- 
residential property. Comparable figures 
for 1972 indicate that Bank and Cohi- 
pany originated approximately $18 mil­
lion and $13 million of 1-4 family resi­
dential mortgage loans, and approxi­
mately $2 million and $71 million of 
mortgage loans on multi-family and 
nonresidential property, respectively.* In 
view of the large number of mortgage 
lenders in the relevant market (over 100), 
the relatively small share of the resi­
dential mortgage market that Applicant 
and Company hold combined (under 2 
per cent), and the fact that the mortgage 
loan market for multi-family and non­
residential property is national in scope, 
it appears that no meaningful existing 
competition was eliminated, nor was 
substantial competition foreclosed, in the 
Washington, D.C. area through Appli­
cant’s acquisition of Company.

First Virginia Mortgage Company 
(“Mortgage”) , a subsidiary of Bank, of­
fers FHA and VA-insured mortgage loans 
and 90-95 percent residential financing 
to customers of Applicant’s subsidiary 
banks operating outside the Washing­
ton, D.C., SMSA. However, the amount of 
such loans originated by Mortgage dur-

2 All banking data are as of June 30, 1973, 
adjusted to reflect bolding company acquisi­
tions and tormations approved through Feb­
ruary 28, 1974.

3 Since its acquisition by Applicant, Com­
pany has established additional offices de 
novo in each of the following: Virginia 
Beach, Virginia; Orlando, Florida; and Bir­
mingham, Alabama. However, these offices 
serve only as loan production offices, solicit­
ing loans and preparing credit, appraisal, and 
feasibility information for the originations 
at the Company’s principal office in Falls 
Church. The application herein contemplates 
converting these three offices to full service 
mortgage lending offices.

4 Applicant has two other subsidiary banks 
in the Washington, D.C., SMSA (combined 
deposits of $46 million), and in 1972 they 
had in the aggregate about $6 million of res­
idential mortgage loans in the market area.
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ing 1972 amounted to only about 
$900,000. First Advisors, Inc. (“First Ad­
visors”) , a direct subsidiary of Applicant, 
acts as advisor to Mortgage and a pub­
licly-owned real estate investment trust. 
First Advisors also originates, as exclu­
sive agent for the trust, commercial real 
estate and construction loans and, as a 
result, there is a slight overlap in this 
type of loan activity between First Ad­
visors and Company; but the amount of 
direct competition appears to be insig­
nificant, particularly in view of the fact 
that the market for such loans is na­
tional in scope. On the basis of the fore­
going and other facts of record, the 
Board concludes that the proposal would 
have no significant adverse effects on 
existing or potential competition in any 
relevant area.

There is no evidence in the record to 
indicate that the proposed retention of 
Company by Applicant would lead to an 
undue concentration of resources, unfair 
competition, conflicts of interests, un­
sound banking practices, or other adverse 
effects. On the contrary, the affiliation of 
Company with Applicant has resulted in 
benefits to the public in the form of ex­
panded services and increased lending 
capabilities since Applicant has provided 
Company with substantial capital there­
by increasing the volume of Company’s 
loan originations. Moreover, approval 
herein will enable Company to convert its 
Virginia Beach, Orlando, and Birming­
ham loan production offices to full serv­
ice status, thus resulting in greater con­
venience to the pùblic and more efficient 
processing of loan applications. These 
public benefits lend weight for approval 
herein.

Based on the foregoing and other con­
siderations reflected in the record, the 
Board has determined that the balance 
of the public interest factors the Board 
is required to consider under section 4(c) 
(8) is favorable. Accordingly, the ap­
plication is hereby approved. This de­
termination is subject to the conditions 
set forth in § 225.4(c) of Regulation Y 
and to the Board’s authority to require 
such modification or termination of the 
activities of a holding company or any 
of its subsidiaries as the Board finds nec­
essary to assure compliance with the pro­
visions and purposes of the Act and the 
Board’s regulations and orders issued 
thereunder, or to prevent evasion there­
of.

By order of the Board of Governors,6 
effective March 13, 1974.

[seal] T heodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.74-6367 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

GREAT LAKES BANCSHARES, INC. 
Acquisition of Bank

Great Lakes Bancshares, Inc., Cleve­
land, Ohio, has applied for the Board’s

5 Voting for this action; Chairman Burns 
and Governors Mitchell, Brimmer, Sheehan, 
Bucher, Holland and Wallich.

( NOTICES

approval under section 3(a) (3) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a) (3)) to acquire 100 per cent of 
the voting shares (less directors’ quali­
fying shares) of the Dime Bank, Canton, 
Ohio. The factors that are considered in 
acting on the application are set forth 
in section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842
(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Cleve­
land. Any person wishing to comment on 
the application should submit views in 
writing to the Secretary, Board of Gov­
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551, to be received 
not later than April 8,1974.

Board of Governors of the Federal Re­
serve System, March 13, 1974.

[seal] T heodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.74-6361 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

SECURITY BANCORP, INC.
Proposed Acquisition of United Bankers 

Life Insurance Co.
Security Bancorp, Inc., Southgate, 

Michigan, has applied, pursuant to sec­
tion 4(c) (8) of the Bank Holding Com­
pany Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c)(8)) and 
§ 225.4(b) (2) of the Board’s Regulation 
Y, for permission to acquire voting 
shares of United Bankers Life Insurance 
Company, Phoenix, Arizona. Notice of 
the application was published on Feb­
ruary 20, 1974, in The Melius News­
papers, a newspaper circulated in South- 
gate, Michigan.

Applicant states that the proposed 
subsidiary would engage in the activity 
of underwriting, as reinsurer, of credit 
life and disability insurance in connec­
tion with loans made by the credit ex­
tending subsidiaries of Security Ban­
corp, Inc. Such activities have been 
specified by the Board in § 225.4(a) of 
Regulation Y as permissible for bank 
holding companies, subject to Board 
approval of individual proposals in ac­
cordance with the procedures of § 225.4 
(b).

Interested persons may express their 
views on the question whether consum­
mation of the proposal can “reasonably 
be expected to produce benefits to the 
public, such as greater convenience, in­
creased competition, or gains in effi­
ciency, that outweight possible adverse 
effects, such as undue concentration of 
resources, decreased or unfair compe­
tition, conflicts of interests, or unsound 
banking practices.” Any request for a 
hearing on this question should be ac­
companied by a statement summarizing 
the evidence the person requesting the 
hearing proposes to submit or to elicit at 
the hearing and a statement of the 
reasons why this matter should not be 
resolved without a hearing.

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago.

Any views or requests for hearing 
should be submitted in writing and re­

ceived by the Secretary, Board of Gov­
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551, not later than 
April 10,1974.

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, March 13,1974.

[seal] - Theodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.74-6366 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

UNITED FIRST FLORIDA BANKS, INC. 
Acquisition of Bank

United First Florida Banks, Inc., 
Tampa, Florida, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(3) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)) to acquire 90 percent 
or more of the voting shares of First 
National Bank of Merritt Island, Mer­
ritt Island, Florida. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the application 
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ­
ing to the Secretary, Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20551, to be received not 
later than April 10,1974.

Board of Governors of the Federal Re­
serve System, March 13,1974.

[seal] T heodore E. Allison, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.74-6365 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

G EN ER A L SERVICES  
ADMINISTRATION

PUBLIC ADVISORY PANEL ON ARCHITEC­
TURAL AND ENGINEERING SERVICES
TOR THE OFFICE OF OPERATING PRO­
GRAMS

Notice of Meeting
' March 13, 1974.

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the Public 
Advisory Panel on Architectural and En­
gineering Services for the Office of Oper­
ating Programs, March 28, 1974, from 
9:30 a.m. to 12:30 p.m., Room 5318, Gen­
eral Services Administration Building, 
18th and F Streets NW., Washington, 
D.C. This meeting will be for the pur­
pose of considering Architect-Engineer 
firms to provide design services for the 
proposed Expansion and Refurbishing, 
IRS Cafeteria, Philadelphia, Pennsyl­
vania (GS-OOB-02517).

The meeting will be closed to the pub­
lic in accordance with the provisions set 
forth in section 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463.

Claude G. B ernier, 
Acting Chief, Design Branch.

[FR Doc.74-6342 Filed 3-19-74; 8:45 am]
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PUBLIC ADVISORY PANEL ON ARCHITEC­
TURAL AND ENGINEERING SERVICES 
FOR THE OFFICE OF OPERATING PRO­
GRAMS

Notice of Meeting
March 13, 1974.

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the Public 
Advisory Panel on Architectural and En­
gineering Services for the Office of Oper­
ating Programs, March -25 and 26, 1974, 
from 10 a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Room 4040, 
General Services Administration Build­
ing, 18th and P Streets, NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 20405. This meeting will be for 
the purpose of considering Architect- 
Engineer firms to provide a study and 
design services for the proposed Mod­
ernization of Department of Health, Ed­
ucation, and Welfare Headquarters 
Buildings (North and South and Federal 
Building No. 1), Washington, D.C. (GS- 
00B-02519).

The meeting ,will be closed to the pub­
lic in accordance with the provisions set 
forth in Section 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463.

Claude G. B ernier, 
Acting Chief, Design Branch. 

[PR Doc.74-6343 Piled 3-19-74;8:45 am]

NATIONAL ARCHIVES TRUST FUND
BOARD; AMERICANA COMMITTEE FOR
THE NATIONAL ARCHIVES

Notice of Meeting
Notice is hereby given that the Ameri­

cana Committee for the National 
Archives will meet at the time and place 
indicated. Anyone interested in attend­
ing or wishing additional, information 
should contact the person shown below.

Am ericana  Co m m ittee  for t h e  National 
Archives

Meeting date: April 17,1974.
Time: 10 a.m.-l p.m.
Place: National Archives Building, 8th and 

Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington, DC 
20408.

Agenda: Discussion of accomplishments 
of the Americana Project and future plans.

For further information contact: Dr. Fred- 
erio Greenhut, Americana Officer, National 
Archives Trust Fund Board, Washington, 
DC 20408, 202-962-6078.

Issued in Washington, D.C. on 
March 13,1974.

James B. R hoads, 
Chairman, National Archives 

Trust Fund Board.
[FR Doc.74-6389 Filed 3-19-74; 8:45 am]

EXECUTIVE BRANCH POSITION ON COM­
MISSION ON GOVERNMENT PROCE­
DURE RECOMMENDATIONS -

Correction
In PR Doc. 74-5601 appearing on page 

9584 in the issue of Tuesday, March 12, 
1974, in the sixth paragraph insert the 
following line after lipe 6 : “wide common 
approach in the firm! regu-”.

INTERIM CO M PLIAN CE PAN EL  
(COAL MINE H EALTH  A N D  SAFETY) 

B & B COAL CO. ET AL.
Applications for Initial Permits; Electric

Face Equipment Standard; Opportunity
for Hearing
Applications for Initial Permits for 

Noncompliance with the Electric Face 
Equipment Standard have been received 
for items of equipment in the under­
ground coal mines listed below.

(1) ICP Docket No. 4056-000, B & B COAL 
COMPANY, Fodder Stack Mountain Mine No. 
2, Mine ID No. 40 00422 0, Petros, Tennessee.

(2) ICP Docket No. 4136-000, #10  COAL 
MINING CORPORATION, Mine No. 11, Mine 
ID No. 46 02060 0, Bradshaw, West Virginia.

(3) ICP Docket No. 4138-000, #10  COAL 
MINING CORPORATION, Dry Fork No. 2 
Mine, Mine ID No. 46 (¿786 0, Bradshaw, 
West Virginia.

In  accordance with the provisions of 
section 305(a) (2) (30 U.S.C. 865(a) (2) ) 
of the Federal Coal Mine Health and 
Safety Act of 1969 (83 Stat. 742, et seq., 
Pub. L. 91-173), notice is hereby given 
that requests for public hearing as to an 
application for an initial permit may be 
filed on or before April 4,1974. Requests 
for public hearing must be filed in ac­
cordance with 30 CFR Part 505 (35 FR 
11296, July 15, 1970), as amended, copies 
of which may be obtained from the Panel 
upon request.

A copy of each application is available 
for inspection and requests for public 
hearing may be filed in the office of the 
Correspondence Control Officer, Interim 
Compliance Panel, Room 800, 1730 K 
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20006.

C. D onald Nagle,
Vice Chairman, 

Interim Compliance Panel.
March 15,1974.
[FR Doc.74-6314 Filed 3-19-74; 8:45 am]

MARINE M A M M AL COMMISSION
ESTABLISHMENT AND FUNCTIONS; SO­

LICITATION OF PROPOSALS FOR RE­
SEARCH PROJECTS AND STUDIES
The Marine Mammal Protection Act of 

1972 (P.L. 92-522; 16 U.S.C. 1361; 86 Stat. 
1027) . sets forth a national policy to pre­
vent marine mammal species and popu­
lation stocks from diminishing, as a re­
sult of human activities, beyond the 
point at which they cease to be a signif­
icant functioning element in the marine 
ecosystem. Congress directed that the 
primary objective of marine mammal 
management should be to maintain the 
health and stability of the marine 
ecosystem and, whenever consistent with 
this primary objective, to reach and 
maintain optimum sustainable popula­
tions of marine mammals within the 
optimum carrying capacity of the 
habitats.

Title n  of the Act established the 
Marine Mammal Commission for the

purpose of developing, reviewing, and 
making recommendations on activities 
and policy to assure that the objectives 
of the Act relating to the protection and 
conservation of marine mammals are 
achieved.

At present, there are two Commis­
sioners, Dr. Victor B. Scheffer (Chair­
man) and Dr. A. Starker Leopold. In 
accordance with the Act, a third will be 
named.

The Commission has appointed a nine- 
member Committee of Scientific Ad­
visors on Marine Mammals: Dr. George 
A. Bartholomew, Mr. John J. Bums, Dr. 
Douglas G. Chapman (Chairman), Mr. 
Jack W. Lentfer, Dr. Kenneth S. Norris, 
Dr. G. Carleton Ray, Mr. William E. 
Schevill, Dr. Donald B. Siniff, and Dr. 
Jesse R. White. The Committee, com­
posed of scientists knowledgeable in 
marine ecology and marine mammal 
affairs, is consulted on studies, recom­
mendations, research, and applications 
for permits requested under the Act.

In late January 1974, John R. Twiss, 
Jr., was named Executive Director and 
Robert Eisenbud was named General 
Counsel. The Commission offices are 
located at 1625 Eye Street, N.W., Wash­
ington, D.C. 20006 (202/382-4475).

R esponsibilities of the Commission

The Act charges the Secretary of Com­
merce with responsibilities for the pro­
tection and conservation of whales, 
porpoises, seals, and sea lions and the 
Secretary of the Interior with respon­
sibilities for the protection and conserva­
tion of sea otters, walruses, polar bears, 
manatees, and dugongs. These respon­
sibilities have been delegated by the 
Secretaries to the Director of the Na­
tional Marine Fisheries Service and the 
Director of the Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife, respectively.

The functions of the Commission with 
respect to these Departments and other 
responsibilities and activities of the Com­
mission may be summarized as follows:
A. POLICY REVIEW AND RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Permits for taking and importing 
marine mammals. A central feature of 
the Act is the provision for a moratorium 
on the taking and importation of 
marine mammals and marine mammal 
products except for such taking by cer­
tain Indians, Aleuts, and Eskimos for 
subsistence and/or native handicrafts 
and clothing purposes. During the mora­
torium, no permit for taking or import­
ing may be issued by the Secretaries 
of Commerce or Interior for purposes of 
scientific research or public display un­
less it is first reviewed by the Commission 
and Committee of Scientific Advisors 
with reference to the purposes of the 
Act to maintain the optimum sustainable 
population within the optimum carrying 
capacity of the habitat. (Section 2(6) ; 
section 101(a) ; Section 104)

2. Waiver of moratorium. The Secre­
taries of Commerce and the Interior are
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authorized and directed to waive the 
moratorium so as to allow the taking 
or importing of any marine mammal or 
marine mammal product, if, in consulta­
tion with the Commission, it is deter­
mined that such a waiver would be con­
sistent with the purposes and policies of 
the Act. Such a determination, after a 
hearing, must be based upon considera­
tions of the distribution, abundance, 
breeding habits and migratory patterns 
of marine mammals, as well as the 
optimum carrying capacity of the habi­
tat. (Section 101 (3) (A) ; section 103(d) ).

3. Incidental taking of marine mam­
mals in commercial fishing operations. 
The Act directs the Secretary of Com­
merce to develop regulations, in con­
sultation with the Commission, so as to 
reduce to the lowest practicable level the 
taking of marine mammals incidental to 
commercial fishing operations. (Section 
101(a)(2); section 111(b)) The Secre­
tary is directed to request the Committee 
of Scientific Advisors to prepare detailed 
estimates of the number of marine mam­
mals killed or seriously injured under ex­
isting commercial fishing technology and 
under the technology which shall be re­
quired after October 21, 1974, so as to 
pose the least practicable hazard to 
marine mammals, with a goal of reduc­
ing incidental kill and serious injury to 
insignificant levels approaching zero. The 
Secretary of Treasury is directed to ban 
the importation of commercial fish or fish 
products which have been caught with 
technology which results in incidental kill 
or serious injury levels which exceed U.S. 
standards. (Section 101 (a) (2) )

4. Regulations for taking and import­
ing marine mammals. The Secretaries of 
Commerce and the Interior are directed 
to consult with the Commission in pre­
scribing regulations with respect to the 
taking and importing of animals from 
each species of marine mammal so as to 
insure that any such taking and/or im­
porting will not be to the disadvantage of 
those species and population stocks and 
will otherwise be consistent with the pur­
pose and policies of the Act. (Section 
103) The secretaries are directed to re­
quire, in consultation with the Commis­
sion, humane treatment of marine mam­
mals taken and/or maintained in captiv­
ity pursuant to regulations and permits 
so as to assure the least possible degree 
of pain and suffering practicable to the 
mammal involved. (Section 3 (4) ; sec­
tion 102(b) (4) ; section 103(c) (4) ; sec­
tion 104 (b) (2) (B) and (c) )

5. Existing laws and international 
efforts. The Act directs the Commission 
to review and study the activities of the 
United States pursuant to existing laws 
and international conventions relating to 
marine mammals and to recommend to 
the Secretary of State appropriate poli­
cies regarding existing international ar­
rangements for the protection and con­
servation of marine mammals. (Section 
108(b)(1)(A); section 202(a) (1), (51)

6. Endangered species. The Act directs 
the Commission to recommend, with re­
gard to marine mammals, to the Secre­
tary of the Interior such revisions of the

Endangered Species List as may be ap­
propriate. (Section' 202(a) (6>)

7. Protection of Indians, Eskimos and 
Aleuts. The Act directs the Commission 
to recommend such additional measures 
as it deems necessary or desirable, con­
sistent with the policies of the Act, to 
protect certain Indians, Eskimos and 
Aleuts whose livelihood may be adversely 
affected by actions taken pursuant to the 
Act. (Section 202(7))

8. Conditions of stocks, methods of 
protection, and húmame means of taking 
marine mammals. The Act directs* the 
Commission to conduct a continuing re­
view of : the conditions of stocks of 
marine mammals with reference to the 
goal of maintaining optimum sustainable 
populations within the optimum carrying 
capacity of the habitat; methods for 
their protection and conservation; and 
humane means of taking marine mam­
mals. (Section 202(a) (2) )

9. Other necessary or desirable studies 
and actions. The Act directs the Com­
mission to undertake or cause to be un­
dertaken such other studies as it deems 
necessary or desirable in connection with 
its responsibilities under the Act and 
to recommend to Federal officials such 
steps as it deems necessary or desirable 
for the protection and conservation of 
marine mammals. (Section 202(a) (3),
(4) )

B. STUDIES AND RESEARCH PROGRAMS

Reliable information concerning spe­
cies levels and stocks of marine mam­
mals, the ecosystem of which they are a 
part, and the human activities which in­
fluence them is essential to the fulfill­
ment of the purposes and policies of 
the Act and the Commission’s broad 
mandate to review, study, and recom­
mend actions and policies relating to the 
protection and conservation of marine 
mammals.

Congress recognized that there is in­
adequate knowledge of the biology, 
ecology, and population dynamics, as 
well as present population levels, of 
marine mammals, and of the factors 
which influence their ability to reproduce 
and sustain their role in the marine eco­
system. (Section 3) The Act therefore 
directs that two-thirds of the funds 
appropriated to the Commission for each 
fiscal year shall be expended on research 
and studies relating to the protection 
and conservation of marine mammals so 
as to develop and evaluate this urgently 
needed information. (Section 207) In 
addition to its responsibilities to under­
take studies and research (Section 202
(a) (2), (3) ) , the Commission is directed 
to review all applications for permits for 
scientific research (Section 202(a) (2)), 
and all research programs conducted or 
proposed to be conducted under the 
authority of the Act. (Section 202(a) 
(2) ; section 110(b) )

The Commission is given access to all 
studies and data compiled by Federal 
agencies regarding marine mammals, 
and is directed to take every feasible 
step to avoid duplication of research. 
(Section 205) Recommendations made 
by the Commission to Federal officials,

based upon research, study and access to 
information, must be responded to with­
in 120 days after receipt thereof; a de­
tailed explanation must be' provided to 
the Commission by those Federal of­
ficials if such recommendations are not 
followed or adapted. (Section 202(d) >

S u b m i s s i o n  o p  P r o p o s a l s  f o r  
R e s e a r c h  P r o j e c t s  a n d  S t u d ie s

The Commission has defined certain 
areas of study and research which merit 
concentrated effort because of their 
critical importance to the evaluation of 
the present situation and planning of 
effective marine mammal conservation 
programs.

A decision by the Commission to award 
funds for support of research in these 
and other areas involving work with ma­
rine mammals and/or marine mammal 
products does not satisfy the permit re­
quirements of the Act. A permit to con­
duct such research, where required by the 
Act, must be obtained from the National 
Marine Fisheries Service or Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, as appro­
priate.

In order to be considered favorably, 
proposals tendered to the Commission 
should be designed to serve the protec­
tion and conservation goals of the Marine 
Mammal Protection Act and should be 
directed to one or more of the following 
areas:

A. STATUS OP MARINE MAMMALS

1. Census methods. One erf the most 
challenging goals in planning for the 
conservation of marine mammals is the 
acquisition of reliable data on popula­
tion and trends of each species. New 
methodology is desperately needed, artrt 
proposals for testing innovative census 
methods will be given high priority.

2. Delineation of population stocks. 
Many marine mammals are geographic­
ally localized and many populations of a 
single species often exist, each occupying 
a different geographic sector of the ma­
rine environment. Clearly, one popula­
tion may be threatened while the species 
as a whole is not. Delineation of discrete 
populations and their relative status is 
an important consideration for the plan­
ning of a conservation program.

3. Migrations. Some marine mammals 
make extensive seasonal migrations 
which must be detailed if total ecosystem 
relationships are to be understood.

4. Checklist of marine mammals. A 
systematic list of the species and sub­
species of marine mammals is essential 
to planning for their conservation,

B. ECOLOGY OF MARINE MAMMALS

1. Ecosystem relations. Marine mam- 
mal£> are an integral part of the marine 
environment. They require, among other 
things, food, as well as places to breed, to 
escape disturbance, to find shelter from 
predators, and merely to rest. Research 
on the habitat requirements of individ­
ual species is desirable.

2. Population dynamics. Marine mam­
mals, like all other living organisms, 
maintain their populations by producing 
young at a rate that offsets mortality.
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What are the rates of recruitment and 
mortality in individual populations? To 
what extent are recruitment and mor­
tality related to the density of these pop­
ulations?

3. Optimum sustainable population and 
optimum carrying capacity. Both (1) 
and (2) above, as well as [A] above, are 
relevant considerations in determining 
the optimum sustainable populations of 
marine mammals and the optimum car­
rying capacity of the habitat. Data and 
methodology for these purposes are ur­
gently needed. The parameters of this 
new standard which departs from the 
traditional concepts of maximum sus­
tainable yield management should be de­
lineated and data gathered.

4. Physiology. Each kind of marine 
mammal is physiologically adapted to the 
environment in which it lives. What are 
these adaptations? To what extent are 
they subject to compensation and modi­
fication? For example, how can the 
northern fur seal, adapted to subarctic 
waters, survive and reproduce on the 
California Channel Islands?

5. Behavior. Studies of marine mam­
mals have revealed many remarkable 
facets of adaptive behavior. The school­
ing of porpoises, the social structure of 
breeding colonies of seals, and the acous­
tic echo-location and communication 
systems of whales are examples. All of 
this knowledge is of scientific interest 
and much of it is relevant to conservation 
programs.

6. Pathology. Marine mammals are 
subject to the attack of many diseases 
and parasites whose impact is relevant 
to conservation in the wild and in cap­
tivity.

7. Habitat deterioration. rOil spills, 
pesticides, herbicides, and other environ­
mental contaminants, as well as habitat 
destruction by man, may depress wild 
populations of marine mammals. Knowl­
edge of the extent and nature of habitat 
deterioration and its effects is essential 
for effective conservation planning.

8. Harassment and disturbance. There 
is abundant evidence that many species 
of marine mammals are highly sensitive 
to human disturbance. An increasingly 
Important facet of management is the 
regulation of visitation and other human 
use of critical areas of marine mammal 
concentrations. Identification of these 
critical areas and adverse impacts is 
needed.

C. MANAGEMENT OF MARINE MAMMALS

1. Protection. Some species are obvi­
ously in need of complete protection, not 
only from exploitation, but from harrass- 
meht and disturbance. It is important 
that data bases be promptly developed 
to identify species and populations in 
need of protection and preservation.

2. Consumptive use by man. Other 
species may be potentially capable of sus­
taining regulated taking under rational 
management. The optimum population 
level, optimum carrying capacity of the 
habitat, population status and trend, and 
potential yield rate are needed for each 
species where taking is in progress or Is 
contemplated.

3. Incidental taking of marine mam­
mals in commercial fishing operations 
and other activities. Certain species or 
population stocks of marine mammals are 
subject to incidental taking in the course 
of commercial fishing operations and, 
other activities. For example, studies of 
the level of mortality t>r injury of por­
poises in the course of commercial tuna 
fishing operations, and methods of re­
ducing or preventing it, will be given high 
priority. Similar problems involving the 
taking of marine mammals in fishing 
operations or other activities, such as the 
mortality or injury of manatees caused 
by boat propellers, warrant study.

4. Socio-economic aspects of exploita­
tion and protection. The Marine Mammal 
Protection Act permits the taking of ma­
rine mammals by northwest-coastal 
Indians, Aleuts and Eskimos for certain 
purposes. The social and economic sig­
nificance of such taking, the impact Of 
the Act upon such people, and the status 
of the species or population stock in ques­
tion, must be assessed.

5. Domestic and international law. 
Existing domestic laws and international 
treaties and agreements affect manage­
ment of many species of marine mam­
mals. A review and evaluation of these 
laws, activities conducted pursuant to 
these authorities, and the extent to which 
they are consistent with the Marine 
Mammal Protection Act are needed.

6. Maintenance of captive stocks. 
There is much to be learned about the 
feeding, care, sanitation, transport, dis­
ease prophylaxis, and husbandry of ma­
rine mammals held in captivity. Ad­
vances in this field of study can serve to 
extend the health and longevity of cap­
tive animals and thereby reduce the 
number taken from the wild for display, 
education, and study.

7. Humane taking , and treatment. 
Identification and development of hu­
mane means of taking, transporting, and 
caring for marine mammals so as to as­
sure the least possible degree of pain 
and suffering practicable to the mammal 
involved is essential for effective protec­
tion and conservation of marine mam­
mals.

Information concerning guidelines and 
format for submission of proposals can 
be obtained from the Marine Mammal 
Commission, Suite 307, 1625 Eye Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20006 (202/382- 
4475).

J ohn R. Tw iss, Jr., 
Executive Director, 

Marine Mammal Commission.
March 15, 1974.
IFR Doc.74-6442 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION  
ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR RESEARCH 

Notice of Meeting
Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 

Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463), notice 
is hereby given of a meeting of the Ad­
visory Committee for Research to be 
held at 9 a.m. on March 28 and 29, 1974,

in Room 616 at 5225 Wisconsin Avenue, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20550.

The purpose of this Committee is to 
provide advice and recommendations 
concerning research activities and po­
tential in the U.S. and to consult on 
problems in the administration of re­
search support.

The agenda for this meeting shall in­
clude :

March 28
9:00 Welcome: Committee Chairman.
9:05 Review of Committee Recommenda­

tions and Suggestions from Octo­
ber meeting with Foundation Com­
ment: Committee Chairman.

9:35 Presentation of Report of Task Group 
No. 1 (“Long Range Planning 
Equipment”) : Task Group Chair­
man.

11:00 Presentation of Report of Task 
Group No. 2 (“Impact of NSF Re­
search Support on Advancement of 
Science”) : Task Group Chairman. 

.12:30 Recess for Lunch.
1:45 Presentation of Report by Task 

Group No. 3 (“Post Grant Evalu­
ation”) : Task Group Chairman. 

3:30 Discussion of NSF Plans for Support 
of Energy Related Research: As­
sistant Director for Research Ap­
plications and Head, Office of En­
ergy-Related General Research, 
AD/R.

4:15 Presentation of Program Areas for 
Further Study: Assistant Director 
for National and International 
Programs.

4:30 Assignment of Tasks and Committee 
menibers to Task Groups and In­
structions to Task Groups: Chair­
man.

5:00 Adjournment.
M arch 29

9:00 Review of NSF Graduate Education 
Program (Joint Session with Ad­
visory Committee for Science Ed­
ucation) : Assistant Director for 
Education.

10:45 Discussion of the Quality of Higher 
Education in the Sciences (Joint 
Session with Advisory Committee 
for Science Education) : Chairman, 
Advisory Committee for Science 
Education.

11:30 Task Groups convene for Initial Dis­
cussion of Problem Areas with NSF 
Staff.

3:30 Presentation to Full Committee on 
Problem Selection and Plans for De­
veloping Reports: Task Group 
Chairmen.

3:45 Arrange for date of next meeting and 
adjournment : Chairman.

This meeting shall be open to the pub­
lic. Individuals who wish to attend 
should inform Mr. Leonard F. Gardner, 
Special Assistant, 202-632-4278 or 
Room 320, 1800 G Street NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 20550 prior to the meeting. Per­
sons requiring further information con­
cerning this Committee should contact 
Mr. Leonard F. Gardner at the above 
address. Summary minutes relative to 
this meeting may be obtained from the 
Management Analysis Office, Room K - 
720, 1800 G Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20550.

T. E. J enkins, 
Assistant Director 
for Administration.

March 6, 1974.
[FR Doc.74-6374 Füed 3-19-74; 8:45 am]
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ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR SCIENCE 
EDUCATION

Notice of Meeting
Pursuant to the Federal Advisory Com­

mittee Act (Pub. L. 92-463), notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the Advi­
sory Committee for Science Education 
to be held at 9 a.m. on March 28 and 29, 
1974, in Room 651 at 5225 Wisconsin 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20550.

The purpose of this Committee is to 
provide advice and recommendations 
concerning the impact of all Foundation 
activities relating to education in the 
sciences in U.S. schools, colleges and 
universities.

The agenda for this meeting shall 
include:

March 28
9:00 Presentation of Status of Directorate: 

Assistant Director for Education.
9:30 Discussion of Committee Activities: 

Chairman.
10:00 Science Education of Women and 

Minorities: Chairman and AD/E 
Stair.

12:30 Recess for Lunch.
1:30 Problem-Oriented Education in the 

Sciences i, Assistant Director for 
Education.

2:30 Committee Objectives and Plans, 
1974: Chairman.

4:30 Business Session.
5:00 Adjournment.

March 29
9:00 Graduate Education Program Review 

(Joint Meeting with Advisory Com­
mittee for Research): Assistant 
Director for Education and Staff. 

10:45 Discussion of Quality of Higher Edu-> 
cation in the Sciences (Joint 
Meeting with Advisory Committee 
for Research): Chairman.

11:30 Discussion of Quality of Higher Edu­
cation in the Sciences: Advisory 
Committee for Science Education. 

12:00 Other Business.
12:30 Adjournment.

This meeting shall be open to the pub­
lic. Individuals who wish to attend 
should inform Mrs. Franees O. Watts, 
Administrative Officer, AD/E, Room 600, 
5225 Wisconsin Avenue, NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 20550 prior to the meeting. 
Persons requiring further information 
concerning this Committee should con­
tact Mrs. Frances O. Watts at the above 
address. Summary minutes relative to 
this meeting may be obtained from the 
Management Analysis Office, Room K- 
720, 1800 G Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20550.

T. E. J enkins, 
Assistant Director 
for Administration.

March 6,1974.
[PR Doc.74-6375 Piled 3-19-74:8:45 am]

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION  
SAFETY  BOARD
[ Docket No. SA-443 ]

AIRCRAFT ACCIDENT AT JOHNSTOWN, 
PA.

Notice of Second Change of Hearing Date
In the matter of investigation of acci­

dent involving an Air East, Inc., Beech -

craft 99A of United States Registry 
N125AE, at Johnstown, Pennsylvania, 
January 6,1974. /

Notice is hereby given that the date of 
the Accident Investigation Hearing on 
the above matter is changed from April 
2,1974, to April 23,1974. The hearing will 
commence c h i the iatter date at 9  a.m.,
e.d.t., in the Heritage Room of the Holi­
day Inn, 1540 Scalp Avenue, Johnstown, 
Pennsylvania.

Dated this 13th day of March 1974.
[seal] Leslie D. K ampschror, 

Hearing Officer.
[FR Doc.74-6340 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

PRESID EN T’S COMMISSION ON  
WHITE H O U SE FELLOW S 

REGIONAL SELECTION MEETINGS
Pursuant to Public Law 92-463, notice 

is hereby given that Regional Selection 
Meetings for the President’s Commission 
on White House Fellows will be held in 
each of the eleven U.S. Civil Service re­
gions during the week of March 18, 1974. 
The date and place of each meeting is 
as follows :
Monday, March 18, 8:45 a.m.
University Club 
1683 Sherman 
Denver, Colorado 
Monday, March 18, 8:30 a.m.
Two Turtle Creek Village, Suite 1605 
Corner of Turtle Creek and Blackburn Street - 
Dallas, Texas
Monday, March 18, 8:30 a.m.
Jewel Companies, Inc.
O’Hare Plaza 
5725 East River Road 
Chicago, IUinois 
Tuesday, March 19, 8:30 a.m.
U.S. Civil Service Commission, Room 1036 
Post Office and Courthouse Building 
Boston, Massachusetts 
Tuesday, March 19, 8:30 a.m.
Alston, Miller & Gaines 
National Bank Building 
Atlanta, Georgia 30303 
Wednesday, March 20, 8:45 a.m.
McKinsey & Co.

.245 Park Avenue at 46th Street 
New York, New York 
Wednesday, March 20, 9:00 a.m.
Union Forge
Broad & Sampson, Lincoln Memorial Room 
Philadelphia, Pa.
Wednesday, March 20, 8:30 a.m.
Boeing Aircraft Company 
Seattle, Washington .
Thursday, March 21, 8:00 a.m.
U.S. Civil Service Commission 
Federal Building 
450 Golden Gate Avenue 
San Francisco, California 
Saturday, March 23, 8:30 a.m.
Missouri Athletic Club, Board Room 
405 Washington Avenue 
St. Louis, Mo.
Saturday, Mareh 23, 8:30 a.m.
Georgetown University 
Office of the President 
Washington, D.C.

These selection meetings are part of 
the screening process of the White House 
Fellows program. In these meetings, 
selected applicants to the program are 
interviewed by a panel of five to seven

outstanding community leaders in each 
region. At the conclusion of the inter­
views, each regional panel recommends 
to the President’s Commission on White 
House Fellows those candidates who 
should continue in the competition.

It has been determined that, due to 
the very nature of the screening process 
where personnel records and confidential 
character references must be used, the 
content of these meetings falls within 
the provisions of section 552(b)(6) of 
Title 5 of the United States code and that 
these meetings will be closed to the 
public.

Carl G rant,
Director.

[FR Doc.74-6443 Filed 3-19-74,’8:45 am]

OFFICE O F M A N A G EM EN T AND  
B U D G ET

CLEARANCE OF REPORTS 
List of Requests

The following is a list of requests for 
clearance of reports intended for use 
in collecting information from the public 
received by the Office of Management and 
Budget on March 15, 1974 (44 U.S.C. 
3509). The purpose of publishing this list 
in the F ederal R egister is to inform the 
public.

The list includes the title of each re­
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of in­
formation; the agency form number, if 
applicable; the frequency with which the 
information is proposed to be collected; 
the name of the reviewer or reviewing 
division within OMB, and an indication 
of who will be the respondents to the pro­
posed collection.

The symbol (x) identifies proposals 
which appear to raise no significant is­
sues, and are to be approved after brief 
notice through this release.

Further information about the items 
on this Daily List may be obtained from 
the Clearance Office, Office of Manage­
ment and Budget, Washington, D.C. 
20503 (202-395-4529).

New  F oe m s

DEPARTM ENT OF AGRICULTURE

Food and Nutrition Service: Survey of Re­
imbursement and Certification Functions, 
Food Stamp Program, F orm ___ Occa­
sional, Lowry, County/State dept, public 
welfare caseworkers.

R e v isio n s

DEPARTM ENT OF LABOR

Bureau of Labor Statistics: Retail Outlet 
Gasoline Survey, Form BLS 3036A and 
3036B, Bi-monthly, Weiner, Retail gaso­
line outlets.

VETERANS AD M IN ISTRA TIO N

Supplemental Physical Examination Report, 
Form VA 29-8146, Occasional, Cay wood, 
Veteran applicant.

E x ten sio n s

DEPARTM ENT OF COM MERCE

Bureau of the Census:
Monthly Retail Inventory Reports, Forms 

BUS 10A, BUS 11 A, BUS 207, BUS 10L, 
BUS 11L, Monthly, Evinger, Retail busi­
nesses.
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Legal, Medical, Dental, Other Services; 
Medical Institutions, Educational Insti­
tutions Classification Report, Forms 
BUS 41, BUS 42, BUS 43, and BUS 44, 
Monthly, Evinger. Medical, Legal and 
educational establishment.

Non-profit Educational Institutions Re­
port, Form BUS 84, Quarterly, Evinger, 
Educational institutions.

DEPARTM ENT OF LABOR

Bureau of Labor Statistics: Digest of Selected 
Pension Plans, Form BLS 2714, Occasional, 
Evinger, Private pension plan administra­
tors.

Phillip D. Larsen, 
Budget and Management Officer. 

[FR Doc.74-6549 Filed 3-19-74; 8:45 am]

TARIFF COMMISSION
[332-70]

BRUSSELS TARIFF NOMENCLATURE 
Public Notice of Hearings

The U.S. Tariff Commission hereby 
gives notice thaif preliminary drafts of 
the following chapters of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States (TSUS) 
converted to the format of the Brussels 
Tariff Nomenclature (BTN) ;
Chapter 25: Salt; sulfur; earths and stone;

plastering materials, lime, and cement. 
Chapter 68: Articles of stone, of plaster, of 

cement, of asbestos, of mica, and of similar 
materials.

Chapter 69: Ceramic products.
Chapter 70 : Glass and glassware.
Chapter 72 : Coin. »
Chapter 97: Toys, games, and sports requi­

sites, and parts thereof.
are being released today and that public 
hearings thereon will begin at 10 a.m., 
e.d.t., on April 15, 1974, in the Hearing 
Room of the Tariff Commission Build­
ing, 8th and E Streets, NW., Washington, 
D.C. The purpose of this hearing is to 
obtain the comments and views of inter­
ested parties on the preliminary draft 
conversion.

Requests to appear at the hearings on 
these chapters must be filed in writing 
witty the Secretary of the Commission not 
later than April 8, 1974. Parties who 
have properly entered an appearance by 
this date will be individually notified of 
the date on which they are scheduled to 
appear. Such notice will be sent as soon as 
possible after April 8, 1974. Any person 
who fails to receive such notification by 
April i l ,  1974, should immediately com­
municate with the Office of the Secretary 
of the Commission.

In its public notice issued March 8, 
1974, regarding hearings on other chap­
ters of the draft converted schedules

(39 FR 9719 of March 13, 1974) inter­
ested parties were notified regarding the 
rules governing the conduct of the hear­
ings, and the submission of written state­
ments. The Commission’s notice of 
March 8, 1974, applies to the hearings 
on the chapters being released today to 
the extent that it is applicable.

As each of the chapters is completed 
and released, copies thereof are made 
available for public inspection at the 
offices of the Commission in Washington, 
D.C. and New York, N.Y.; at all field 
offices of the Department of Commerce; 
and at the offices of Regional and Dis­
trict Directors of Customs. The locations 
of these offices are listed in the notice 
of March 8,1974.

By order of the Commission.
Issued: March 15,1974.
[seal] K enneth R. Mason,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-6380 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

[TEA—F—61]
CAPITOL FOOTWEAR CORP.

Notice of Investigation and Hearing
On the basis of a petition filed under 

section 301(a)(2) of the Trade Expan­
sion Act of 1962 on behalf of the Capitol 
Footwear Corp., Worcester,. Massachu­
setts, the United States Tariff Commis­
sion, on March 14, 1974, instituted an 
investigation under section 301(c)(1) of 
the said Act to determine whether, as a 
result in major part of concessions 
granted under trade agreements, articles 
like or directly competitive with footwear 
for men (of the types provided for in 
items 700.35 and 700.55 of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States) pro­
duced by the aforementioned firm, are 
being imported into the United States 
in such increased quantities as to cause, 
or threaten to cause, serious injury to 
such firm.

A public hearing in connection with 
this investigation will be held beginning 
at 10 a.m., e.d.t., on April 11, 1974, in the 
Hearing Room, U.S. Tariff Commission 
Building, 8th and E Streets, NW., Wash­
ington, D.C. Requests for appearances 
at the hearing should be received by the 
Secretary of the Tariff Commission, in 
writing, at his office in Washington, D.C. 
20436, not later than noon, Friday, April 
5, 1974.

The petition filed in this case is avail­
able for inspection at the Office of the 
Secreatry, United States Tariff Commis­

sion, 8th and E Streets, NW., Washing­
ton, D.C. 20436, and at the New York 
City office of the Tariff Commission lo­
cated in Room 437 of the Customhouse.

By order of the Commission.
Issued: March 15,1974.
[seal] K enneth R. Mason,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.74-6381 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]

D EPA R TM EN T O F LABOR  
Office of the Secretary 

FRED BRAUN WORKSHOPS, INC.
Investigation of Eligibility of Workers for 

Adjustment Assistance
The Department of Labor has received 

a Tariff Commission report containing 
an affirmative finding under section 
301(c)(2) of the Trade Expansion Act 
of 1962 with respect to its investigation of 
a petition for determination of eligibility 
to apply for adjustment assistance filed 
on behalf of workers of the Fred Braun 
Workshops, Inc., New York, New York 
(TEA-W-223). In view of the report and 
the responsibilities delegated to the Sec­
retary of Labor under section 8 of Execu­
tive Order 11075 (28 FR 473), the Direc­
tor, Office of Foreign Economic Policy, 
Bureau of International Labor Affairs, 
has instituted an investigation, as pro­
vided in 29 CFR 90.5 and this, notice. 
The investigation relates to the determi­
nation of whether any of the group of 
workers covered by the Tariff Commis­
sion report should be certified as eligible 
to apply for adjustment assistance, pro­
vided for under Title HI, Chapter 3, of 
the Trade Expansion Act of 1962, includ­
ing the determination of related sub­
sidiary subjects and matters, such as the 
date unemployment or underemployment 
began or threatened to begin and the 
subdivision of the firm involved to be 
specified in any certification to be made, 
as more specifically provided in Subpart 
B of 29 CFR Part 90.

Interested persons should submit writ­
ten data, views, or arguments relating 
to the subjects of investigation to the 
Director, Office of Foreign Economic 
Policy, U.S. Department of Labor, Wash­
ington, D.C. 20210 on or before March 22, 
1974.

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 11th 
day of March 1974.

Gloria G. Vernon, 
vDirector, Office of 

Foreign Economic Policy.
[FR Doc.74-6372 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]
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3 CFR Page
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4273 _________ —...............— 7921
4274 _____________________ 8315
4275 _„ _ ________________ 10413
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July 2, 1910 (revoked by PLO

5416)____________   8326
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March 1, 1974______________ 10417

4 CFR
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5 CFR
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10233, 10419
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7 6 ._____________________________  9819
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97_______________________________ 10115
201 _______ — __________________ 8913
381_____________________________  8154
Proposed Rules:

94_____________     8619
113_________________________  9983
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10 CFR—Continued Page
P roposed R ules:

210 ______   8354
211 ____ _____________  8354, 8633
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221___________     9425
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Title 40— Protection of the Environment
CHAPTER I— ENVIRONMENTAL 

PROTECTION AGENCY
SUBCHAPTER N— EFFLUENT GUIDELINES AND 

STANDARDS
PART 406— GRAIN MILLS POINT SOURCE 

CATEGORY
On December 4, 1973, notice was pub­

lished in the F ederal R egister (38 FR  
33438), that the Environmental Protec­
tion Agency (EPA or Agency) was pro­
posing effluent limitations guidelines for 
existing sources and standards of per­
formance and pretreatment standards for 
new sources within the corn wet milling, 
com dry milling, normal wheat flour 
milling, bulgur wheat flour milling, nor­
mal rice milling, and parboiled rice proc­
essing subcategories of the grain mills 
category of point sources.

The purpose of this notice is to estab­
lish final effluent limitations guidelines 
for existing sources and standards of per­
formance and pretreatment standards 
for new sources in the grain mills cate­
gory of point sources by amending 40 
CFR Chapter I, Subchapter N, to add a 
new Part 406. This final rulemaking is 
promulgated pursuant to sections 301, 
304 (b) and (c ), 306 (b) and (c) and 307
(c) of the Federal Water Pollution Con­
trol Act, as amended, (the A ct); 33 U.S.C. 
1251, 1311, 1314 (b) and (c), 1316 (b) 
and (c) and 1317(c); 86 Stat. 816 et seq.; 
Pub. L. 92-500. Regulations regarding 
cooling water intake structures for all 
categories of point sources under section 
316(b) of the Act will'be promulgated in 
40 CFR Part 402.

In addition, the EPA is simultaneously 
proposing a separate provision which ap­
pears in the proposed rules section of the 
F ederal R egister, '"stating the applica­
tion of the limitations and standards set 
forth below to users of publicly owned 
treatment works which are subject to 
pretreatment standards under section 
307 (b) of ,the Act. The basis of that pro­
posed regulation is set forth in the asso­
ciated notice of proposed rulemaking.

The legal basis, methodology and fac­
tual conclusions which support promul­
gation of this regulation were set forth 
in substantial detail in the notice of pub­
lic review procedures published August 6, 
1973 (38 FR 21202), and in the notice of 
proposed rulemaking for the com wet 
milling, com dry milling, normal wheat 
flour milling, bulgur wheat flour milling,. 
normal rice milling, and parboiled rice 
processing subcategories. In addition, the 
regulations as proposed were supported 
by two other documents: (1) The docu­
ment entitled “Development Document 
for Proposed Effluent Limitations Guide­
lines and New Source Performance 
Standards for the Grain Processing Seg­
ment of the Grain Mills Point Source 
Category” (December 1973) and (2) the 
document entitled “Economic Analysis 
of Proposed Effluent Guidelines, Grain 
milling industry (August, 1973). Both of 
these documents were made available to 
the public and circulated to interested 
persons at approximately the time of 
publication of the notice of proposed 
rulemaking.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Interested persons were invited to 
participate in the rulemaking by sub­
mitting written comments within 30 days 
from the date of publication. Prior pub­
lic participation in the form of solicited 
comments and responses from the States, 
Federal agencies, and other interested 
parties were described in the preamble to 
the proposed regulation. The EPA has 
considered carefully all of the comments 
received and a discussion of these com­
ments with the Agency’s response thereto 
follows.

(a) Summary of comments. The fol­
lowing responded to the request for com­
ments which was made in the preamble 
to the proposed regulation: Corn Re­
finers Association, American Com Millers 
Federation, U.S. Department of Com­
merce, Distilled Spirits Council of the 
United States, Inc., and U.S. Depart­
ment of Agriculture.

Each of the comments received was 
carefully reviewed and analyzed. The fol­
lowing is a summary of the significant 
comments and EPA’s response to those 
comments.

(1) Some correspondents endorsed the 
proposal made to the Administrator by 
the Effluent Standards and Water Quality 
Information Advisory Committee that a 
different approach be taken in the de­
velopment of effluent guidelines.

The committee’s proposal is under 
evaluation as a contribution toward fu­
ture refinements on guidelines for some 
industries. The committee has indicated 
that their proposed methodology could 
not be developed in sufficient time to be 
available for the current phase of guide­
line promulgation, which is proceeding 
according to a court-ordered schedule. Its 
present state of development does not 
provide sufficient evidence to warrant 
the Agency’s delaying issuance of any 
standard in hopes that an alternative 
approach might be preferable.

(2) A commenter pointed out a discrep­
ancy in the rationale for the “best prac­
ticable” limitations in the corn wet mill­
ing subcategory. The Development Docu­
ment claimed that the recommended 
technology, if applied to an existing 
source, would result in a monthly average 
discharge of 30 to 50 lbs/MSBu for both 
the BOD5 and TSS parameters. The lim­
itations, however, are 35 lbs/MSBu of 
TSS and 50 lbs/MSBu of BOD5. It was 
argued that since EPA is only certain 
that the 50 lb limit can be attained, the 
TSS limitation should be changed from 
35 to 50 lbs/MSBu.

EPA has carefully reviewed this com­
ment and found it to be justified. Con­
sequently, the best practicable limitation 
for TSS in the corn wet milling subcate­
gory has been changed from 30 to 50 
lbs/MSBu. EPA believes that while the 30 
lb limit might be attainable, the tech­
nology is not yet available to achieve this 
effluent level on a routine basis. Cur­
rently, many of the existing treatment 
systems exceed 50 lbs of TSS/MSBu but 
it is the opinion of EPA, that this is due 
to inadequate in-plant controls and op­
eration of the treatment systems, and in 
some cases the discharge of untreated 
barometric cooling water. With proper

operation, and recycling of barometric 
cooling water where necessary, the lim­
itation of 50 lbs of TSS/MSBu is achiev­
able and represents a substantial im­
provement over the present levels of 
treatment.

(3) Industry objected to the method 
EPA used to calculate an average raw 
waste load for the corn wet milling sub­
category. EPA based its typical raw waste 
load on the average raw waste loads for 
one year at 12 corn wet mills. Industry 
claimed that such an average is unfair 
to more than half the plants in the in­
dustry, and ignores the fact that the raw 
waste load can vary, by as much as three 
to ten times the average of any particu­
lar plant.

EPA believes that the method used to 
develop the standard raw waste load is 
fair and reasonable. All 17 plants in the 
industry were given the opportunity to 
submit information on the characteris­
tics of their waste. Twelve of these plants 
transmitted usable information on their 
raw waste load to EPA. Careful evalua­
tion of the data showed that these plants  ̂
could not be further subcategorized on 
the basis of size or age of facility, nor on 
the basis of product mix. Consequently, 
a standard raw waste load was calculated 
using an average of the available data. 
EPA recognized the complexity of the 
various processes of com wet milling and 
therefore, decided that the standard raw 
waste load should be based on the broad­
est data base available, i.e., an average 
of 12 plants, rather than on one or two 
of the better operations.

It is true that large fluctuations in raw 
waste load may occur in com wet mills. 
The variations in raw waste load at any 
plant around an average figure are only 
important insofar as they affect. the 
treatment system. As described in section 
VII of the Development Document, these 
variations can be minimized by proper 
in-plant control and a properly designed 
and operated treatment system.

(4) Industry also claimed that none of 
the three existing treatment plants in the 
com wet milling subcategory could meet 
the 1977 standards contrary to the claims 
of EPA. It was alleged that one of these 
plants operating under a Federal demon­
stration grant has shown that it cannot 
meet the effluent levels required by the 
proposed limitations.

EPA evaluated this demonstration 
project during its initial stages of opera­
tion. The treatment plant was found to 
be overloaded, and subsequent efforts by 
the manufacturer reduced the raw waste 
load normally discharged to the treat­
ment system. While pollutant concentra­
tions in this effluent were reduced, large 
quantities of pollutants in barometric 
cooling water continued to be discharged 
untreated. As discussed in the Develop­
ment Document, plants with barometric 
cooling water can drastically reduce their 
pollutant discharge by recycling this 
water through cooling towers with the 
blowdown sent to the treatment system. 
If this were done at the above plant, even 
assuming no BOD removal in the cooling 
tower through biological action, the limi­
tations could be achieved. It is the
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Agency’s opinion that any of the plants 
in this subcategory with an adequate 
treatment system can meet the effluent 
limitations, provided that proper in-plant 
efforts are made to prevent excess raw 
waste from being discharged to the plant 
waste water treatment system.

(5) Industry claimed that the costs of 
treatment in the com wet milling sub­
category are underestimated and, in par­
ticular, the costs of in-plant controls 
are not included.

In addition to the comments EPA 
made in the preamble to the proposed 
regulation, the following factors are im­
portant. The economic impact analysis 
of the cost of meeting the proposed limi­
tations was based on the construction of 
complete treatment systems using the 
best practicable technology currently 
available. This technology is equaliza­
tion, activated sludge, and, when neces­
sary, recirculating cooling water sys­
tems. In the com wet milling industry, 
the actual costs of meeting the limita­
tions will be less than estimated. Since 
all plants discharging to streams have 
some treatment, the cost of meeting the 
1977 limitations will be reduced by an 
amount equal to the cost of the system 
they already have* in place. The addi­
tional treatment, may include cooling 
towers for recycling barometric cooling 
water, and an expanded treatment sys­
tem to handle the blowdown from this 
cooling tower.

As far as in-plant controls are con­
cerned, the typical plant selected for the 
calculation assumed good in-plant con­
trol. Some plants in the industry already 
have these controls. Others do not and 
would have an additional cost depend­
ing on the specific circumstances of the 
plant. '

(6) A commenter pointed out that in 
a few dry com mills additional process­
ing occurs which is not covered in the 
Development Document. It was argued 
that a few of the larger mills further 
process the grits, meal and flour through 
expanders and/or extruders. Additional 
waste waters are generated by air pollu­
tion control equipment. Since such 
processing is not an integral part of the 
basic milling sequence as described in 
the Development Document, such wastes 
should be specifically excluded from the 
final regulations.

EPA agrees with this comment and the 
final regulations published below exclude 
waste waters from air pollution control 
equipment on expanders and/or ex­
truders in the com dry milling subcate­
gory. Additional limitations to cover 
these waste waters cannot be made at 
this time for lack of adequate infor­
mation.

(b) Revision of the proposed regula­
tions prior to promulgation. As a result 
of public comments, continuing review 
and evaluation of the proposed regula­
tion by EPA, the following changes have 
been made in the regulation.

(1) Sections 406.11, 406.21, 406.31, 
406.41, 406.51, and 406.61 entitled “Spe­
cialized Definitions,” now include refer­
ences to general definitions, abbrevia­
tions, and methods of analysis in 40 CFR

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Part 401 which reduces the need for some 
specialized definitions in this regulation.

(2) The “best practicable” limitations 
for the corn wet milling subcategory 
have been changed. The average monthly 
limitation for TSS has been raised from 
35 to 50 lbs/MSBu. This decision was 
made recognizing that solids separation 
is a difficult problem in this industry. 
While EPA feels that this problem is 
solvable by the methods suggested in the 
Development Document, sufficient uncer­
tainty exists to raise the TSS limitation 
to the same level as the BOD5. This re­
sults in an effluent concentration of 
125 mg/1 for a typical plant. The daily 
maximum figure is three times the 
monthly limitation or 150 lbs/MSBu.

(3) Section 304(b)(1) (B) of the Act 
provides for “guidelines” to implement 
the uniform national standards of sec­
tion 301(b) (1) (A). Thus Congress recog­
nized that some flexibility was necessary 
in order to take into account the com­
plexity of the industrial world with re­
spect to the practicability of pollution 
control technology. In conformity with 
the Congressional intent and in recogni­
tion of the possible failure of these regu­
lations to account for all factors bearing 
on the practicability of control technol­
ogy, it was concluded that some provi­
sion was needed to authorize flexibility 
in the strict application of the limita­
tions contained in the regulation where 
required by special circumstances appli­
cable to individual dischargers. Accord­
ingly, a provision allowing flexibility in 
the application of the limitations repre­
senting best practicable ¡control technol­
ogy currently available has been added 
to each subpart, to account for special 
circumstances that may not have been 
adequately accounted for when these 
regulations were developed.

(4) In the com dry milling subcate­
gory, waste waters from air pollution 
control equipment on expanders and ex­
truders have been excluded from the lim­
itations. "insufficient data exists upon 
which to base limitations. The change is 
reflected in § 406.20.

(c) Economic impact. The changes to 
the regulations mentioned above will not 
affect the results of the economic analy­
sis prepared for the proposed regulation. 
The only subcategory affected by the 
revisions is the corn wet milling subcat- 
egory. Since the revision to the “best 
practicable” limitations raised the allow­
able discharge of TSS for 1977, the cost to 
be incurred by industry will be somewhat 
less than anticipated in the proposed 
regulations.

<d) Cost-benefit analysis. The detri­
mental effects of the constituents of 
waste waters now discharged by point 
sources within the grain processing seg­
ment of the grain mills point source cat­
egory are discussed in section VI of the 
report entitled “Development Document 
for Effluent Limitations Guidelines for 
the Grain processing Segment of the 
Grain Mills Point Source Category” 
(March 1974). It is not feasible to quan­
tify in economic terms, particularly on 
a national basis, the costs resulting from 
the discharge of these pollutants to our
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Nation’s waterways. Nevertheless, as in­
dicated in section VI, the pollutants dis­
charged have substantial and damaging 
impacts on the quality of water and 
therefore on its capacity to support 
healthy populations of wildlife, fish and 
other aquatic wildlife and on its suita­
bility for industrial, recreational and 
drinking water supply uses.

The total cost of implementing the ef­
fluent limitations guidelines' includes the 
direct capital and operating costs of the 
pollution control technology employed 
to achieve compliance and the indirect 
economic and environmental costs identi­
fied in section VIII and in the supple­
mentary report entitled “Economic Anal­
ysis of Proposed Effluent Guidelines 
Grain Milling Industry” (August 1973). 
Implementing the effluent limitations 
guidelines will substantially reduce the 
environmental harm which would other­
wise be attributable to the continued 
discharge of polluted waste waters from 
existing and newly constructed plants in 
the grain milling industry. The Agency 
believes that the benefits of thus reducing 
the pollutants discharged justify the as­
sociated costs which, though substantial 
in absolute terms, represent a relatively 
small percentage of the total capital in­
vestment in the industry.

(e) Publication of information on 
processes, procedures, or operating 
methods which result in the elimination 
or reduction of the discharge of pollut­
ants. In conformance with the require­
ments of section 304(c) of the Act, a 
manual entitled “Development Document 
for Effluent Limitations Guidelines and 
New Source Performance Standards for 
the Grain Processing Segment of the 
Grain Mills Point Source Category,” has 
been published and is available for pur­
chase from the Government Printing 
Office, Washington, D.C. 20401 for a 
nominal fee.

(f) Final rulemaking. In consideration 
of the foregoing, 40 CFR Chapter I, sub­
chapter N is hereby amended by adding 
a new Part 406, Grain Mills Point Source 
Category, to read as set forth below. This 
final regulation is promulgated as set 
forth below and shall be effective May 20, 
1074.

Dated: March 12,1974.
John Quarles, 

Acting Administrator.
Subpart A— Corn Wet Milling Subcategory

Sec.
406.10 Applicability; description of the corn

wet milling subcategory.
406.11 Specialized definitions.
406.12 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­

senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

406.13 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­
senting the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the appli­
cation of the best available tech­
nology economically achievable.

406.14 [Reserved]
406.15 Standards of performance for new

sources.
406.16 Pretreatment standards for new

sources.
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Subpart B— Corn Dry Milling Subcategory
Sec.
406.20 Applicability; description of the corn

dry milling subcategory.
406.21 Specialized definitions.
406.22 Effluent limitations guidelines rep­

resenting the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the appli­
cation of the best practicable con­
trol technology currently available.

406.23 Effluent limitations guidelines rep­
resenting the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the appli- 

-  cation of the best available tech­
nology economically achievable.

406.24 [Reserved]
406.25 Standards of performance for new

sources.
406.26 Pretreatment standards for new

sources.
Subpart C— Normal Wheat Flour Milling 

Subcategory •
406.30 Applicability; description of the nor­

mal wheat flour milling subcate­
gory.

406.31 Specialized definitions.
406.32 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­

senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

406.33 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­
senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best available technol­
ogy economically achievable.

406.34 [Reserved]
406.35 Standards of performance for new

sources.
406.36 Pretreatment standards for new

sources.
Subpart D— Bulgur Wheat Flour Milling 

Subcategory
406.40 Applicability; description of the bul­

gur wheat flour milling subcate­
gory.

406.41 Specialized definitions.
406.42 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­

senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

406.43 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­
senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best available technol­
ogy economically achievable.

406.44 [Reserved]
406.45 Standards of performance for new

sources.
406.46 Pretreatment standards for new

sources.
Subpart E— Normal Rice Milling Subcategory

406.50 Applicability; description of the nor­
mal rice milling subcategory.

406.51 Specialized definitions.
406.52 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­

senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

406.53 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­
senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best available technol­
ogy economically achievable.

406.54 [Reserved]
406.55 Standards of performance for new

sources.
406.56 Pretreatment standards for new

sources.
Sub part F— Parboiled Rice Processing 

Subcategoiy
406.60 Applicability; description of the par­

boiled rice processing subcategory.

Sec.
406.61 Specialized definitions.
406.62 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­

senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

406.63 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­
senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best available technol­
ogy economically achievable.

406.64 [Reserved]
406.65 Standards of performance for new

sources.
406.66 Pre treatment standards for new

sources.
A u t h o r i t y : Secs. 301, 304 (b) and (c), 

306 (b) and (c), 307(c), Federal Water Pollu­
tion Control Act, as amended; 33 U.S.C. 1251, 
1311, 1314 (b) and (c), 1316 (b) and (c), 
1317(c); 86»Stat. 816 et seq.;' Pub. L. 92-500.
Subpart A— Com Wet Milling Subcategory
§ 406.10 Applicability; description o f  

the corn wet m illing subcategory.
The provisions of this subpart are ap­

plicable to discharges resulting from the 
process in which shelled com is steeped 
in a dilute solution of sulfurous acid and 
then processed by wet means into such 
products as animal feed, regular and 
modified starches, corn oil, com syrup, 
and dextrose.
§ 406.11 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:
(a) Except as provided below, the gen­

eral definitions, abbreviations and meth­
ods of analysis set forth in 40 CFR 401 
shall apply to this subpart.

(b) The term “com” shall mean the 
shelled corn delivered to a plant before 
processing.

(c) The term “standard bushel” shall 
mean a bushel of shelled com weighing 
56 pounds.

(d) The abbreviation “MSBu” shall 
mean 1000 standard bushels.
§ 406.12 Effluent limitations guidelines 

representing the degree o f  effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f  the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

(a) In establishing the limitations set 
forth in this section, EPA took into ac­
count all information it was able to col­
lect, develop and solicit with respect to 
factors (such as age and size of plant, 
raw materials, manufacturing processes, 
products produced, treatment technology 
available, energy requirements and costs) 
which can affect the industry subcate­
gorization and effluent levels established. 
It is, however, possible that data which 
would affect these limitations have not 
been available and, as a result, these 
limitations should be adjusted for certain 
plants in this industry. An individual dis­
charger or other interested person may 
submit evidence to the Regional Admin­
istrator (or to the State, if the State has 
the authority to issue NPDES permits) 
that factors relating to the equipment 
or facilities involved, the process applied, 
or other such factors related to such dis­
charger are fundamentally different from 
the factors considered in the establish­
ment of the guidelines. On the basis of

such evidence or other available infor­
mation, the Regional Administrator (or 
the State) will make a written finding 
that such factors are or are not funda­
mentally different, for that facility com­
pared to those specified in the Develop­
ment Document. If such fundamentally 
different factors are found to exist, the 
Regional Administrator (or the State) 
shall establish for the discharger efflu­
ent limitations in the NPDES permit 
either more or less stringent than the 
limitations established herein, to the ex­
tent dictated by such fundamentally dif­
ferent factors. Such limitations must be 
approved by the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency. The 
Administrator may approve or disapprove 
such limitations, specify other limita­
tions, or initiate proceedings to revise 
these regulations.

(b) The following limitations establish 
the quantity or quality of pollutants or 

"pollutant properties, controlled by this 
section, which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions of 
this subpart after application of the best 
practicable control technology currently 
available:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of com)

BOD5...................... * 2.67 0.89
T S S ..........................  2.67 .89
p H ........ ............... Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu  of com)

BOD5................... .. 150 50
TSS____________— 150 50
p H _________ _____ Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 406.13 Effluent limitations guidelines 
representing the degree o f effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f the best available technology 
economically achievable.

The following limitations establish the 
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol­
lutant properties, controlled by this sec­
tion, which may be discharged by a point 
source subject to the provisions of this 
subpart after application of the best 
available technology economically 
achievable:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 kg 
of com)

B OD5..r.=.5iSiSi=a 1.08 0.36
TSS.„.i.= issE iS iS3 .54 .18
p H . . .  i .  Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu of com)

BODg-^BSKSsssaa 60 20
TSfl ĝa-g — ■ 1- — 300 10
pH.gsesaBa’cgrasgBCT W ithin file range 6.0 to 9.0:

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 55— WEDNESDAY, MARCH 20, 1974



RULES AND REGULATIONS 10515

§ 406.14 [Reserved]
§ 406.15 Standards o f  performance for 

new sources.
The following standards of perform­

ance establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con­
trolled by this section, which may be dis­
charged by a new source subject to the 
provisions of this subpart:

Effluent limitations

Effluent
characteristic Maximum for 

any 1 day

Average of daily 
values for 30 
consecutive 

days shall not 
. exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 kg 
of corn)

BOD5......... .............. '  1.08 0.36
TSS........... ................  .54 .18
p H .. . ............. .......Within the  range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu of corn)

B O D 5-..................... 60 20
TSS............................ 30 10
pH..............................Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 406.16 Prelreatment standards for 
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under 
section 307(c) of the Act for a source 
within the corn wet milling subcate­
gory, which is a user of a publicly owned 
treatment works (and which would be a 
new source subject to section 306 of the 
Act, if it were to discharge pollutants 
to the navigable waters), shall be the 
standard set forth in Part 128 of this 
chapter, except that, for the purpose of 
this section. § 128.133 of this chapter 
shall bè amended to read as follows:

In addition to the prohibitions set forth 
in 40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment standard 
for incompatible pollutants introduced into 
a publicly owned treatment Works shall be 
the standard, of performance for new sources 
specified in 40 CFR 406.15: Provided, That, 
if the publicly owned treatment works which 
receives the poUutants is committed, in its 
NPDES permit, to remove a specified per­
centage of any incompatible poUutant, the 
pretreatment standard applicable to users 
of such treatment works shall, except in the 
case of standards providing for no discharge 
of pollutants, be correspondingly reduced in 
stringency for that pollutant.

Subpart B— Com Dry Milling Subcategory
§ 406.20 Applicability; description of 

the corn dry m illing subcategory.
(a) Hie provisions of this subpart are 

applicable to discharges resulting from 
the process in which shelled corn is 
washed and subsequently milled by dry 
processes into such products as com  
meal, grits, flour, oil, and animal feed.

(b) The provisions of this subpart do 
not apply to discharges from subsequent 
manufacturing operations to produce ex­
panded or extruded feed or feed products.
§ 406.21 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:
(a) Except as provided below, the gen­

eral definitions, abbreviations and meth­
ods of analysis set forth in Part 401 of 
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.

(b) H ie term “com” shall mean the 
shelled corn delivered to a plant before 
processing. .,

(c) The term “standard bushel” shall 
mean a bushel of shelled com weighing 
56 pounds.

(d) The abbreviation “MSBu” shall 
mean 1000 standard bushels.
§ 406.22 Effluent limitations guidelines 

representing the degree o f  effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f  the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

(a) In establishing the limitations set 
forth in this section, EPA took into ac­
count all information it was able to col­
lect, develop and solicit with respect to 
factors (such as age and size of plant, 
raw materials, manufacturing processes, 
products produced, treatment technology 
available, energy requirements and 
costs) which can affect the industry sub­
categorization and effluent levels estab­
lished. It is, hpwever, possible that data 
which would affect these limitations have 
not been available and, as a result, these 
limitations should be adjusted for cer­
tain plants in this industry. An individ­
ual discharger or other interested person 
may submit evidence to the Regional Ad­
ministrator (or to the State, if the State 
has the authority to issue NPDES per­
mits) that factors relating to the equip­
ment or facilities involved, the process 
applied, or other such factors related to 
such discharger are fundamentally dif­
ferent from the factors considered in the 
establishment of the guidelines. On the 
basis ofi such evidence or other available 
information, the Regional Administrator 
(or the State) will make a written find­
ing that such factors are or are not fun­
damentally different for that facility 
compared to those specified in the Devel­
opment Document. If such fundamental­
ly different factors are found to exist, the 
Regional Administrator (or the State) 
shall establish for the discharger effluent 
limitations in the NPDES .permit either 
more or less stringent than the limita­
tions established herein, to the extent 
dictated by such fundamentally different 
factors. Such limitations must be ap­
proved by the Administrator of the En­
vironmental Protection Agency. The Ad­
ministrator may approve or disapprove 
such limitations, specify other limita­
tions, or initiate proceedings to revise 
these regulations.

The following limitations establish the 
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol­
lutant properties, controlled by this sec­
tion, which may be discharged by a point 
source subject to the provisions of this 
subpart after application of the best 
practicable control technology currently 
available:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 kg 
of corn)

BOD5-....................... 0.21 0.07
TSS ________  .18 .06
p H ..............................Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu  of com)

BOD5—_____- ____  12.0 4.0
T S S - . . . - . .................  10.5 3.5
p H _____________r Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 406.23 Effluent limitations guidelines 
representing the degree o f effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f  the best available technology 
economically achievable.

The following limitations establish the 
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol­
lutant properties, controlled by this sec­
tion, which may be discharged by a point 
source subject to the provisions of this 
subpart after application of the best 
available technology economically 
achievable:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 kg 
of com)

BOD5........... ............  0.11 0.036
TSS........................... .054 .018
p H . . ............. ........... Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu of corn)

B O D S .i.................... 6.0 2.0
TSS________ _____  3.0 L0
p H . ._____________Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 406.24 [Reserved]
§ 406.25 Standards o f performance for  

new sources.
The following standards of perform­

ance establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con­
trolled by this section, which may be dis­
charged by a new source subject to the 
provisions of this subpart:

Effluent limitations

Effluent __ Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of com)

BOD5........................  0.11 0.036
TSS.......................... .  .054 .018
pH _________ _____ Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu of com)

BOD5 ...................  6.0 2.0
TSS______________ 3.0 1.0
p H _______________Within the range 6.0 to 9.0,
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§ 406.26 Pretreatment standards for 
new sources.

Th*» pretreatment standards under 
section 307(c) of the Act for a source 
within the com dry milling subcategory, 
which is a user of a publicly owned treat­
ment works (and which would be a new 
source subject to section 306 of the Act, 
if it were to discharge pollutants to the 
navigable waters), shall be the standard 
set forth in Part 128 of this chapter, ex­
cept that, for the purpose of this section,
§ 128.133 of this chapter shall be 
amended to read as follows :

In addition to thé prohibitions set forth 
in 40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment stand­
ard for incompatible pollutants introduced 
into a publicly owned treatment works shall 
be the standard of performance for new 
sources specified in 40 CFR 406.25; Provided, 
That, if the publicly owned treatment works 
which receives the pollutants'is committed, 
in its NPDES permit, to remove a specified 
percentage of any incompatible pollutant, 
the pretreatment standard applicable to users 
of such treatment works shall, except in the 
case of standards providing for no discharge 
of pollutants, be correspondingly reduced in 
stringency for that pollutant.
Subpart C— Normal Wheat Flour Milling 

Subcategory
§ 406.30 Applicability; description of • 

the normal wheat flour milling sub­
category.

• The provisions of this subpart are ap­
plicable to discharges resulting from the 
processes in which wheat and other 
grains are milled by dry processes into 
flour and millfeed.
§ 406.31 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:
(a) Except as provided below, the gen­

eral definitions, abbreviations and meth­
ods of analysis set forth in Part 401 of 
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.
§ 406.32 Effluent limitations guidelines 

representing the degree o f  effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

(a) In establishing the limitations set 
forth in this section, ÉPA took'into ac­
count all information it was able to col­
lect, to develop and solicit with respect to 
factors (such as age and size of plant, 
raw materials, manufacturing processes, 
products produced, treatment technology 
available, energy requirements and costs) 
which can affect the industry subcate­
gorization and effluent levels established. 
It is, however, possible that data which 
would affect these limitations have not' 
been available and, as a result, these 
limitations should be adjusted for certain 
plants in this industry. An individual dis­
charger or other interested person may 
submit evidence to the Regional Admin­
istrator (or to the State, if the State has 
the authority to issue NPDES permits) 
that factors relating to the equipment or 
facilities involved, the process applied, or 
other such factors related to such dis­
charger are fundamentally different 
from the factors considered in the estab­
lishment of the guidelines. On the basis 
of such evidence or other available infor-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

mation, the Regional Administrator (or 
the State) will make a written finding 
that such factors are or are not funda­
mentally different for that facility com­
pared to those specified in the Develop­
ment Document. If such fundamentally 
different factors are found to exist, the 
Regional Administrator or the State shall 
establish for the discharger effluent limi­
tations in the NPDES permit either more 
or less stringent than the limitations 
established herein, to the extent dictated 
by such fundamentally different factors. 
Such limitations must be approved by the 
Administrator of the Environmental Pro­
tection Agency. The Administrator may 
approve or disapprove such limitations, 
specify other limitations, or initiate pro­
ceedings to revise these regulations.

(b) The following limitations estab­
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants 
or pollutant properties which may be 
discharged by a point source subject to 
the provisions of this subpart after ap­
plication of the best practicable control 
technology currently available: There 
shall be no discharge of process waste 
water pollutants to navigable waters.
§ 406.33 Effluent limitations guidelines 

representing the degree o f  effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f the best available technology 
economically achievable.

The following limitations establish the 
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol­
lutant properties which may be dis­
charged by a point source subject to the 
provisions of this subpart after applica­
tion of the best available technology 
economically achievable: there shall be 
no discharge of process waste water pol­
lutants to navigable, waters.
§ 406.34 [Reserved]
§ 406.35 Standards o f performance for 

new sources.
The following standards of perform­

ance establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties which 
may be discharged by a new source sub­
ject to the provisions of this subpart: 
There shall be no discharge of process 
waste water pollutants to navigable 
waters.
§ 406.36 Pretreatment standards for 

new sources.
The pretreatment standards under sec­

tion 307 (c) of the Act for a source within 
the normal wheat flour milling subcate­
gory, which is a user of a publicly owned 
treatment works (and which would be a 
new source subject to section 306 of the 
Act, if it were to discharge pollutants 
to the navigable waters), shall be the 
standard set forth in Part 128 of this 
chapter, except that, for the purpose of 
this section, § 128.133 of this chapter 
shall be amended to read as follows:

In addition to the prohibitions set forth 
in 40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment standard 
for incompatible pollutants introduced into 
a publicly owned treatment works shall be 
the standard of performance for new sources 
specified in 40 CFR 406.35: Provided, That, if 
the publicly owned treatment works which 
receives the pollutants is committed, in its

NPDES permit, to remove a specified percent­
age of any incompatible pollutant, the pre­
treatment standard applicable to users of 
such treatment works shall, except in the case 
of standards providing for no discharge of 
pollutants, be correspondingly reduced in 
stringency for that pollutant.

Subpart D— Bulgur Wheat Flour Milling 
Subcategory

§ 406.40 Applicability; description of 
the bulgur wheat flour m illing sub­
category.

The provisions of this subpart are ap­
plicable to discharges resulting from the 
process in which wheat is parboiled, 
dried, and partially debranned in the 

"production of bulgur.
§ 406.41 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:
(a) Except as proveded below, the gen­

eral definitions, abbreviations and meth­
ods of analysis set forth in Part 401 of 
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.

(b) The term “wheat” shall mean 
wheat delivered to a plant before 
processing.

(c) The term “standard bushel” shall' 
mean a bushel of wheat weighing 60 
pounds.

(d) The abbreviation “MSBu” shall 
mean 1,000 standard bushels.
§ 406.42 Effluent limitations guidelines 

representing the degree o f  effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

(a) In establishing the limitations set 
forth in this section, EPA took into ac­
count all information it was able to col­
lect, develop and solicit with respect to 
factors (such as age and size of plant, 
raw materials, manufacturing processes, 
products produced, treatment technology 
available, energy requirements and 
costs) which can affect the industry sub­
categorization and effluent levels estab­
lished. It is, however, possible that data 
which would affect these limitations 
have not been available and, as a result, 
these limitations should be adjusted for 
certain plants in this industry. An in­
dividual discharger or other interested 
person may submit evidence to the Re­
gional Administrator (or to the State, 
if the State has the authority to issue 
NPDES permits) that factors relating to 
the equipment or facilities involved, the 
process applied, or other such factors 
related to such discharger are funda­
mentally different from the factors con­
sidered in the establishment of the 

. guidelines. On the basis of such evidence 
or other available information, the Re­
gional Administrator (or the State) will 
make a written finding that such factors 
are or are not fundamentally different 
for that facility compared to those spec­
ified in the Development Document. If 
such fundamentally different factors are 
found to exist, the Regional Adminis­
trator (or the State) shall establish for 
tlje discharger effluent limitations in the 
NPDES permit either more or less 
stringent than the limitations established 
herein, to the extent dictated by such 
fundamentally different factors. Such
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limitations must be approved by the Ad­
ministrator of the Environmental Pro­
tection Agency. The Administrator may 
approve or disapprove such limitations, 
specify other limitations, or initiate 
proceedings to revise these regulations.

(b) The following limitations .es tab- 
blish the quantity or quality of pollut­
ants or pollutant properties, controlled 
by this section, which may be discharged 
by a point source subject to the provi­
sions of this subpart after application of 
the best practicable control technology 
currently available:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive
days shall not 

- exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of wheat)

BOD5........................ 0.025 0.0083
T S S -______ _____  .025 . 0083
pH......... ....................Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu of wheat)

BOD5____________ 1.50 0.50
TSS.......................... 1.50 .50
pH___ __________ Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 406.43 Effluent limitations guidelines 
representing the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f the best available technology 
economically achievable.

The following limitations establish the 
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol­
lutant properties, controlled by this sec­
tion, which may be discharged by a point 
source subject to the provisions of this 
subpart after application of the best 
available technology economically 
achievable:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of wheat)

BOD5................ .......  0.015 0.005
TSS..........................  .0099 . 0033
p H .. . ._____ _____ Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu of wheat)

BOD5......... ..............  0.90 .0 .3 0
TSS...........................  .60 .20
pH................ . Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 406.44 [Reserved]
§ 406.45 Standards o f performance for 

new sources.
The following standards of perform­

ance establish the quantity or quality 
of pollutants or pollutant properties, 
controlled by this section, which may be 
discharged by a new source subject to 
the provisions of this subpart:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of wheat)

BOD5____________ 0.015 0.005
TSS______________ .0099 . 0033
p H ______________  Within the range 6.0 to 9.0

English units (pounds per 1,000 
stdbu of'wheat)

BOD5-.....................  0.90 0.30
TSS____ _________ .60 .20
p H ______________  Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 406.46 Pretreatment standards for 
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under sec­
tion 307 (c) of the Act for a source with­
in the bulgur wheat flour milling sub­
category, which is a user of a publicly 
owned treatment works (and which 
would be a new source subject to section 
306 of the Act, if it were to discharge pol­
lutants to the, navigable waters), shall 
be the standard set forth in Part 128 of 
this chapter, except that, for the pur­
pose of this section, § 128.133 of this 
chapter shall be amended to read as 
follows:

In addition to the prohibitions set forth 
in 40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment stand­
ard for incompatible pollutants introduced 
into a publicly owned treatment works shall 
be the standard of performance for new 
sources specified in 40 CFR 406.45: Provided, 
That, if the publicly owned treatment works 
which receives the pollutants is committed, 
in its NPDES permit, to remove a specified 
percentage of any incompatible pollutant, 
the pretreatment standard applicable to users 
of such treatment works shall, except in the 
case of standards providing for no discharge 
of pollutants, be correspondingly reduced in 
stringency for that pollutant.

Subpart E— Normal Rice Milling 
Subcategoiy

§ 4 0 6 .5 0  Applicability; description of 
the normal rice m illing subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap­
plicable to discharges resulting from the 
process in which rice is cleaned and 
milled by dry processes.
§ 406.51 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:
(a) Except as provided below, the gen­

eral definitions, abbreviations and meth­
ods of analysis set forth in Part 401 of 
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.
§ 406.52 Effluent limitations guidelines 

representing the degree o f effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

(a) In establishing the limitations set 
forth in this section, EPA took into ac­
count all information it was able to col­
lect, develop and solicit with respect to 
factors (such as age and size of plant,

raw materials, manufacturing processes, 
products produced, treatment technology 
available, energy requirements and 
costs) which can affect the industry 
subcategorization and effluent levels 
established. It is, however, possible that 
data which would affect these limitations 
have not been available and, as a result, 
these limitations should be adjusted for 
certain plants in this industry. An in­
dividual discharger or other interested 
person may submit evidence to the Re­
gional Administrator (or to the State, 
if the State has the authority to issue 
NPDES permits) that factors relating to 
the equipment or facilities involved, the 
process applied, or other such factors 
related to such discharger are funda­
mentally different from the factors con­
sidered in the establishment of the 
guidelines. On the basis of such evidence 
or other available information, the Re­
gional Administrator (or the State) will 
make a written finding that such factors 
are or are not fundamentally different 
for that facility compared to those spec­
ified in the Development Document. If 
such fundamentally different factors are 
found to exist, the Regional Adminis­
trator (or the State) shall establish for 
the discharger effluent limitations in the 
NPDES permit either more or less 
stringent than the limitations estab­
lished herein, to the extent dictated by 
such fundamentally different factors. 
Such limitations must be approved by 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency. The Administrator 
may approve or disapprove such limita­
tions, specify other limitations, or initi­
ate proceedings to revise these 
regulations.

(b) The following limitations establish 
the quantity or quality of pollutants or 
pollutant properties which may be dis­
charged by a point source subject to the 
provisions of this subpart after applica­
tion of the best practicable control tech­
nology currently available: There shall 
be no discharge of process waste water 
pollutants to navigable waters.
§ 406.53 Effluent limitations guidelines 

representing the degreé o f effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f  the best available technology 
economically achievable.

The following limitations establish the 
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol­
lutant properties which may be dis­
charged by a point source subject to the 
provisions of this subpart after applica­
tion of the best available technology eco­
nomically achievable: there shall be no 
discharge of process waste water pollu­
tants to navigable waters.
§ 406.54 [Reserved]
§ 406.55 Standards- o f performance for 

new sources.
The following standards of perform­

ance establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties which 
may be discharged by a new source sub-
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ject to the provisions of this subpart: 
there shall be no discharge of process 
waste water pollutants to navigable 
waters.
§ 406.56 Pretreatment standards for 

new sources.
The pretreatment standards under sec­

tion 307(c) of the Act for a source within 
the normal rice milling subcategory, 
which is a user of a publicly owned treat­
ment works (and which would be a new 
source subject to section 306 of the Act, 
if it were to discharge pollutants to the 
navigable waters), shall be the standard 
set forth in Part 128 of this Chapter, ex­
cept that, for the purpose of this section, 
§ 128.133 of this Chapter shall be 
amended to read as follows:

In'addition to the prohibitions set forth 
in 40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment stand­
ard for incompatible pollutants introduced 
into a publicly owned treatment works shall 
be the standard of performance for new 
sources specified in 40 CFR 406.55: Provided, 
That, if the publicly owned treatment works 
which receives the pollutants is committed, 
in its NPDES permit, to remove a specified 
percentage of any incompatible pollutant, 
the pretreatment standard applicable to 
users of such treatment works shall, except 
in the case of standards providing for no dis­
charge of pollutants, be correspondingly 
reduced in stringency for that pollutant.

Subpart F— Parboiled Rice Processing 
Subcategory

§ 406.60 Applicability; description o f  
the parboiled rice processing sub­
category.

The provisions of this subpart are ap­
plicable to discharges resulting from 
the process in which rice is cleaned, 
cooked and dried before being milled.
§ 406.61 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:
(a) Except as provided below, the gen­

eral definitions, abbreviations and meth­
ods of analysis set forth in Part 401 of 
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.

(b) The term “rice” shall mean rice 
delivered to a plant before processing.

(c) The abbreviation “cwt” shall mean 
hundred weight.
§ 406.62 Effluent limitations guidelines 

representing the degree o f  effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f  the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

(a) In establishing the limitations set 
forth in this section, EPA took into ac­
count all information it was able to col­
lect, develop and solicit with respect to 
factors (such as age and size of plant, 
raw materials, manufacturing processes, 
products produced, treatment technology 
available, energy requirements and costs) 
which can affect the industry subcatego­
rization and effluent levels established. It 
is, however, possible that data which 
would affect thèse limitations have not 
been available and, as a result, these limi­

tations should be adjusted for certain 
plants in this industry. An individual dis­
charger or other interested person may 
submit evidence to the Regional Admin­
istrator (or to the State, if the State has 
the authority to issue NPDES permits), 
that factors relating to the equipment or 
facilities involved, the process applied, 
or other such factors related to such dis­
charger are fundamentally different 
from the factors considered in the estab­
lishment of the guidelines. On the basis 
of such evidence or other available infor­
mation, the Regional Administrator (or 
the State) will make a written finding 
that such factors are or are not funda­
mentally different for that facility com­
pared to those specified in the Develop­
ment Document. If such fundamentally 
different factors are found to exist, the 
Regional Administrator (or the State) 
shail establish for the discharged effluent 
limitations in the NPDES permit either 
more or less stringent than the limita­
tions established herein, to the extent 
dictated by such fundamentally different 
factors. Such limitations must be apr 
proved by the Administrator of the En­
vironmental Protection Agency. The Ad­
ministrator may approve or disapprove 
such limitations, specify other limita­
tions, or initiate proceedings to revise 
these regulations.

(b) The following limitations estab­
lish the quantity or 'quality of pollutants 
or pollutant properties, controlled by this 
section, which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions of 
this subpart after application of the best 
practicable control technology currently 
available:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily:
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of rice)

BOD 5___________  0.42 0.14
,TSS---------------- - .24 . .08
p H . . . ........................Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per hundred­
weight of rice)

BOD5........................ 0.042 0.014
TSS............... .......... . .024 . 008
p H ______ ________Within the  range 6.0 to" 9.0.

§ 406.63 Effluent limitations guidelines 
representing the degree o f effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f the best available technology 
economically achievable.

The following limitations establish the 
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol­
lutant properties, controlled by this sec­
tion, which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions 
of this subpart after application of the 
best available technology economically 
achievable:

Effluent lim itations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 
si exceed—

Metric Units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of rice)

B O D A .__________ a  21 0.07
TSS.......................... .09 .03
p H _________ ____ _ W’ith in  the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per hundred­
weight of rice)

B O D ili.................... 0.021 0.007
TSS........... ............. . 7009 . 003
p H _______________Within the  range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 406.64 [Reserved]
§ 406.65 Standards o f performance for 

new sources.
The following standards of perform­

ance establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con­
trolled by this section, which may be dis­
charged by a new source subject to the 
provisions of this subpart:

Effluent limitations

E ffluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of rice)

BOD5........... ............  0.21 0.07
TSS____ : ____ I . . .  .09 .03
p H ._____________ Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per hundred­
weight of rice)

BODS....... ........... 0.021 0.007
TSS_____________  .009 . 003
p H _________ _____ Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 406.66 Pretreatment standards for 
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under 
section 307(c) of the Act for a source 
within the parboiled rice processing sub­
category, which is a user of a publicly 
owned treatment works (and which 
would be a new source subject to sec­
tion 306 of the Act, if it were to dis­
charge pollutants to the navigable 
waters), shall be the standard set forth 
in part 128 of this chapter, except that, 
for the purpose of this section, § 128.133 
of this chapter shall be amended to read 
as follows:

In addition to the prohibitions set forth in 
40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment standard 
for incompatible pollutants introduced into 
a publicly owned treatment works shall be 
the standard of performance for new sources 
specified in 40 CFR 406.65: Provided, That, 
if the publicly owned treatment works which 
receives the pollutants is committed, in its 
NPDES permit, 4»  remove a specified per­
centage of any incompatible pollutant, the 
pretreatment standard applicable to users of 
such treatment works shall, except in the 
case of standards providing for no discharge 
of pollutants, be correspondingly reduced in 
stringency for that pollutant.

[FR Doc.74-6236 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]
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[40 CFR Part 406]
GRAIN MILLS POINT SOURCE CATEGORY
Application of Effluent Limitations Guide­

lines for Existing Sources to Pretreat­
ment Standards for Incompatible Pol­
lutants
Notice is hereby given pursuant to sec­

tions 301, 304 and 307(b) of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act, as amended 
(the A ct); 33 U.S.C. 1251, 1311, 1314 and 
1317(b); 86 Stat. 816 et seq.; Pub. L. 92- 
500, that the proposed regulation set 
forth below concerns the application of 
effluent limitations guidelines for exist­
ing sources to pretreatment standards for 
incompatible pollutants. The proposal 
wilt amend 40 CFR Part 406, Grain Mills 
Point Source Category, establishing for 
each subcategory therein the extent of 
application of effluent limitations guide­
lines to existing sources which discharge 
to publicly owned treatment works. The 
regulation is intended to be complemen­
tary to the general regulation for pre­
treatment standards set forth at 40 CFR 
Part 128. The general regulation was pro­
posed July 19, 1973 (38 FR 19236), and 
published in final form on November 8, 
1973 (38 FR 30982).

The proposed regulation is also in­
tended to supplement a final regulation 
being simultaneously promulgated by the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA 
or Agency) which provides effluent limi­
tations guidelines for existing sources 
and standards of performance and pre- 
treatment standards for new sources 
within the corn wet milling, corn dry 
milling, normal wheat flour milling, 
bulgur wheat flour milling, normal rice 
milling, parboiled rice processing, sub- 
categories of the grain mills point source 
category. The latter regulation applies 
to the portion of a discharge which is di­
rected to the navigable waters. The regu­
lation proposed below applies to users of 
publicly owned treatment works which 
fall within the description of the point 
source category to which the guidelines 
and standards (40 CFR Part 406) pro­
mulgated simultaneously apply. However, 
the proposed regulation applies to the 
introduction of incompatible pollutants 
which are directed into a publicly owned 
treatment works, rather than to dis­
charges of pollutants to navigable waters.

The general pretreatment standard 
divides pollutants discharged by users of 
publicly owned treatment works into two 
broad categories: “compatible” and “in­
compatible.” Compatible pollutants are 
generally not subject to pretreatment 
standards. (See 40 CFR 128.110 (State 
or local law) and 40 CFR 128.131 (Pro­
hibited wastes) for requirements which 
may be applicable to compatible pollut­
ants). Incompatible pollutants are sub­
ject to pretreatment standards as pro­
vided in 40 CFR 128.133, which provides 
as follows:

In addition to the prohibitions set forth 
in § 128.131, the pretreatment standard for 
incompatible pollutants introduced into a

publicly owned treatment works by a major 
contributing industry not subject to section 
307 (c) of the Act shall be, for sources within 
the corresponding industrial or commercial 
category, that established by a promulgated 
effluent limitations guidelines defining best 
practicable control technology currently 
available pursuant to sections 301(b) and 
304(b) of the Act; provided that, if the pub­
licly owned treatment works which receives 
the pollutants is committed, in its NPDES 
permit, to remove a specified percentage of 
any incompatible pollutant, the pretreat­
ment standard applicable to users of such 
treatment works shall be correspondingly 
reduced for that pollutant; and provided 
further that when the effluent limitations 
guidelines for each industry is promulgated, 
a separate provision will be proposed con­
cerning the application of such guidelines 
to pretreatment.

The regulation proposed below is in­
tended to implement that portion of 
§ 128.133, above, requiring that a sepa­
rate provision be made stating the ap­
plication to pre treatment standards of 
effluent limitations guidelines based up­
on best practicable control technology 
currently available.

Questions were raised during the pub­
lic comment period on the proposed gen­
eral pretreatment standard (40 CFR 
128) about the propriety of applying a 
standard based upon best practicable 
control technology currently available to 
all plants subject to pretreatment 
standards. In general, EPA believes the 
analysis supporting. the effluent limita­
tions guidelines is adequate to make a 
determination regarding the application 
of those standards to users of publicly 
owned treatment works. However, to 
ensure that those standards are appro 
priate in all cases, EPA now seeks addi­
tional comments focusing upon the 
application of effluent limitations guide­
lines to users of publicly owned treat­
ment works.

Sections 406.15, 406.25, 406.35, 406.45, 
406.55, and 406.65 of the proposed regu­
lation for point sources within the com  
wet milling, corn dry milling, normal 
wheat flour milling, bulgur wheat flour 
milling, normal rice milling, parboiled 
rice processing, subcategories (Decem­
ber 4, 1973; 38 FR 33438), contained 
the proposed pretreatment standard for 
new sources. The regulation promul­
gated simultaneously herewith contains 
§§ 406.16, 406.26, 406.36, 406.46, 406.56, 
and 406.66 which state the applicability 
of standards of performance for pur­
poses of pretreatment standard for new 
sources.

A preliminary Development Document 
was made available to the public at ap­
proximately the time of publication of 
the notice of proposed rulemaking and 
the final Development Document entitled 
“Development Document for Effluent 
Limitations Guidelines and New Source 
Performance Standards for the Grain 
Processing Segment of the Grain Mills 
Point Source Category” is now being 
published. The economic analysis report 
entitled “Economic Analysis of Proposed 
Effluent Guidelines, Grain Milling In­
dustry” (August 1973), was made avail­
able at the time of proposal. Copies of

the final Development Document, and 
economic analysis report will continue 
to be maintained for inspection and 
copying during the comment period at 
the EPA Information Center, Room 227, 
West Tower, Waterside Mall, 401 M 
Street SW., Washington, D.C. Copies will 
also be available for inspection at EPA 
regional offices and at State water pol­
lution control agency offices. Copies of 
the Development Document may be pur­
chased from the Superintendent of Doc­
uments, Government Printing Office, 
Washington, D.C. 20402. Copies of the 
economic analysis report will be avail­
able for purchase through the National 
Technical Information Service, Spring- 
field, Virginia 22151.

On June 14, 1973, the Agency pub­
lished procedures designed to insure 
that, when certain major standards, 
regulations, and guidelines are pro­
posed, an explanation of their basis, 
purpose and environmental effects is 
made available to the public. (38 FR 
15653) The procedures are applicable to 
major standards, regulations and guide­
lines which are proposed on or after 
December 31, 1973, and which either 
prescribe national standards of environ­
mental quality or require national emis­
sion, effluent or performance standards 
or limitations.

The Agency determined to implement 
these procedures in order to insure that 
the public was provided with background 
information to assist it in commenting on 
the merits of. a proposed action. In brief, 
the procedures call for the Agency to 
make public the information available to 
it delineating the major environmental 
effects of a proposed action, to discuss 
the pertinent nonenvironmental factors 
affecting the decision, and to explain the 
viable options available to it and the 
reasons for the option selected.

The procedures contemplate publica­
tion of this information in the F e d e r a l  
R e g is t e r , where this is practicable. They 
provide, however, that where such pub­
lication is impracticable because of the 
length of these materials, the material 
may be made available in an alternate 
format.

The Development Document referred 
to above contains information available 
to the Agency concerning the major en­
vironmental effects of the regulation 
proposed below. The information in­
cludes: (1) The identification of pol­
lutants present in waste waters resulting 
from the milling of grain, the char­
acteristics of these pollutants, and the 
degree of pollutant reduction obtainable 
through implementation of the proposed 
standards and (2) the anticipated effects 
on other aspects of the environment (in­
cluding air, subsurface waters, solid 
waste disposal and land use, and noise) 
of the treatment technologies available 
to meet the standards proposed.

The Development Document and the 
economic analysis report referred to 
above also contain information available 
to the Agency regarding the estimated 
cost and energy consumption implica­
tions of those treatment technologies and
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the potential effects of those costs on the 
price and production of grain products. 
The two reports exceed, in the aggregate, 
100 pages in length and contain a sub­
stantial number of charts, diagrams and 
tables. It is clearly impracticable to pub­
lish the material contained in these 
documents in the Federal R egister.

To the extent possible, significant as­
pects of the material have been pre­
sented in summary form in the preamble 
to the proposed regulation containing 
effluent limitations guidelines, new source 
performance standards and pretreat­
ment standards for new sources within 
the grain mills category (38 FR 33438; 
December 4, 1973). Additional discussion 
is contained in the analysis of public 
comments on the proposed regulation 
and the Agency’s response to those com­
ments. This discussion appears in the 
preamble to the promulgated regulation 
(40 CFR Part 406) which currently is be­
ing published in the rules and regula­
tions section of the F ederal Register.

The options available to the Agency 
in establishing the level of pollutant re-- 
duction obtainable through the best prac­
ticable control technology currently 
available, and the reasons for the partic­
ular level of reduction selected are dis­
cussed in the documents described above. 
In applying the effluent limitations guide­
lines to pretreatment standards for the 
introduction of incompatible pollutants 
into municipal systems .by existing 
sources in the corn wet milling, corn dry 
milling, normal wheat flour milling, bul­
gur wheat flour milling, normal rice mill­
ing, parboiled rice processing subcate­
gories, the Agency has, essentially, three 
options. The first is to declare that the 
guidelines do not apply. The second is 
to apply the guidelines unchanged. The 
third is to modify the guidelines to re­
flect: (1) differences between direct dis­
chargers and plants utilizing municipal 
systems which affect the partieability of 
the latter employing the technology 
available to achieve the effluent limita­
tions guidelines; or (2) characteristics 
of the relevant pollutants which require 
higher levels of reduction (or permit less 
stringent levels) in order to insure that 
the pollutants do not interfere with the 
treatment works or pass through them 
untreated.

As described in the Development Docu­
ment, the process waste waters from the 
grain processing segment of the grain 
mills point source category do not con­
tain process waste water pollutants in 
sufficient concentrations to interfere with 
the operation of publicly owned treat­
ment works, pass through such works 
untreated or inadequately treated or 
otherwise be incompatible with such 
treatment works. Therefore, no condition 
is deemed to preclude the discharge of 
process waste water from the com wet

milling, corn dry milling, normal wheat 
flow milling, bulgur wheat flour milling, 
normal rice milling, and parboiled rice 
processing subcategories to publicly 
owned treatment works.

Interested persons may participate in 
this rulemaking by submitting written 
commeftts in triplicate to the EPA In­
formation Center, Environmental Pro­
tection Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460, 
Attention: Mr. Philip B. Wisman. Com­
ments on all aspects of the proposed reg­
ulations are solicited. In the event com­
ments are in the nature of criticisms as 
to the adequacy of data which is avail­
able, or which may be relied upon by the 
Agency, comments should identify and, 
if possible, provide any additional data 
which may be available and should in­
dicate why such data is essential to the 
development of the regulations. In the 
event comments address the approach 
taken by the Agency in establishing pre­
treatment standards for existing sources, 
EPA solicits suggestions as to what alter­
native approach should be taken and 
why and how this alternative better sat­
isfies the detailed requirements of sec­
tions 301, 304, and 307(b) of the Act.

A copy of all public comments will be 
available for inspection and copying at 
the EPA Information Center, Room 227, 
West Tower, Waterside Mall, 401 M 
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20460. 
The EPA information regulation, 40 CFR 
Part 2, provides that a reasonable fee 
may be charged for copying.

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
hereby proposed that 40 CFR 406 be 
amended to add §§ 406.14, 406.24, 406.34, 
406.44, 406.54, and 406.64 as set forth 
below. All comments received on or be­
fore April 19, 1974, Will be considered.

Dated: March 12,1974.
John Quarles, - 

Acting Administrator.
40 CFR 406 is proposed to be amended 

by adding the following sections:
Sec.
406.14 Pretreatment standards for existing 

sources.
406.24 Pretreatment standards for existing 

sources.
406.34 Pretreatment standards for existing 

sources.
406.44 Pretreatment standards for existing 

sources.
406.54 Pretreatment standards for existing 

sources.
406.64 Pretreatment standards for existing 

sources.
§ 406.14 Pretreatment standards for ex­

isting sources.
For the purpose of pretreatment stand­

ards for incompatible pollutants estab­
lished under 40 CFR 128.133, the effluent 
limitations guidelines set forth in 40 CFR 
406.12 above shall not apply and, subject 
to the provisions of 40 CFR Part 128 con­

cerning pretreatment, process waste 
water from this subcategory may be 
introduced into a publicly owned treat­
ment works.
§ 406 .24  Prelreatment standards for ex­

isting sources.
For the purpose of pretreatment stand­

ards for incompatible pollutants estab­
lished under 40 CFR 128.133, the effluent 
limitations guidelines set forth in 40 CFR 
406.22 above shall not apply and, subject 
to the provisions of 40 CFR Part 128 con­
cerning pretreatment, process waste 
water from this subcategory may be in­
troduced into a publicly owned treatment 
works.
§ 406.34 Pretrealment standards for ex­

isting sources.
For the purpose of pretreatment stand­

ards for incompatible pollutants estab­
lished under 40 CFR 128.133, the effluent 
limitations guidelines set forth in 40 CFR 
406.32 above shall not apply and, subject 
to the provisions of 40 CFR Part 128 con­
cerning pretreatment, process waste 
water from this subcategory may be 
introduced into a publicly owned treat­
ment works.
§ 406.44 Pretreatment standards for ex­

isting sources.
For the purpose of pretreatment stand­

ards for incompatible pollutants estab­
lished under 40 CFR 128.133, the effluent 
limitations guidelines set forth in 40 CFR 
406.42 above shall not apply and, subject 
to the provisions of 40 CFR Part 128 con­
cerning pretreatment process waste 
water from this subcategory may be in­
troduced into a publicly owned treatment 
works.
§ 406.54 Pretreatment standards for ex­

isting sources.
For the purpose of pretreatment stand­

ards for incompatible pollutants estab­
lished under 40 CFR 128.133, the effluent 
limitations guidelines set forth in 40 CFR 
406.52 above shall not apply and, subject 
to the provisions of 40 CFR Part 128 con­
cerning pretreatment, process waste 
water from this subcategory may be in­
troduced into a publicly owned treatment 
works.
§ 406.64 Pretreatment standards for ex­

isting sources.
For the purpose of pretreatment stand­

ards for incompatible pollutants estab­
lished under 40 CFR 120.133, the effluent 
limitations guidelines set forth in 40 CFR 
406.62 above shall not apply and, subject 
to the provisions of 40 CFR Part 128 
concerning pretreatment, process waste 
water from this subcategory may be in­
troduced into a publicly owned treat­
ment works.

[FR Doc.74-0235 Filed 3-19-74:8:45 am]
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Title 40— Protection of the Environment
CHAPTER I— ENVIRONMENTAL 

PROTECTION AGENCY
SUBCHAPTER N— EFFLUENT GUIDELINES 

AND STANDARDS
PART 409— SUGAR PROCESSING POINT 

SOURCE CATEGORY
Liquid and Crystalline Cane Sugar Refining 

Subcategory
On December 7, 1973, notice was pub­

lished in the Federal R egister (38 FR 
33846) that the Environmental Protec­
tion Agency (EPA or Agency) was pro­
posing effluent limitations guidelines for 
existing sources and standards of per­
formance and pretreatment standards 
for new sources within the crystalline 
cane sugar and liquid cane sugar refining 
subcategories of the sugar processing 
category of point sources.

The purpose of this notice is to estab­
lish final effluent limitations guidelines 
for existing sources and standards of per­
formance and pretreatment standards for 
new sources in the sugar processing cate­
gory of point sources, by amending 40 
CFR Chapter I, Subchapter N, Part 409 
to add new subparts B and C. This final 
rulemaking is promulgated pursuant to 
sections 301, 304 (b) and (c), 306 (b) 
and (c) and 307(c) of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act, as amended (the 
Act) ; 33 U.S.C. 1251, 1311, 1314 (b) and
(c), 1316 (b) and (c) and 1317(c); 86 
Stat. 816 et seq.; Pub. L. 92-500. Regula­
tions regarding cooling water intake 
structures for all • categories of point 
sources under section 316(b) of the Act 
will be promulgated in 40 CFR Part 402.

In addition, the EPA is simultaneously 
proposing a separate provision which ap­
pears in the proposed rules section of the 
Federal R egister, stating the applica­
tion of the limitations and standards set 
forth below to users of publicly owned 
treatment works which are subject to 
pretreatment standards under section 
307(b) of the Act. The basis of that pro­
posed regulation is set forth in the as­
sociated notice of proposed rulemaking.

The legal basis, methodology and fac­
tual conclusions which support promul­
gation of this regulation were set forth 
in substantial detail in the notice of pub­
lic review procedures published August 6, 
1973 (38 FR 21202) and in the notice of 
proposed,, rulemaking for the crystalline 
cane sugar refining subcategory and the 
liquid cane sugar refining subcategory. 
In addition, the regulations as proposed 
were supported by two other documents; 
(1) The document entitled “Development 
Document for Proposed Effluent Limita­
tions Guidelines and New Source Per­
formance Standards for the Cane Sugar 
Refining Segment of the Sugar Process­
ing Point Source Category” (December 
1973) and (2) the document entitled 
“Economic Analysis of Proposed Effluent 
Guidelines, Cane Sugar Refining Indus­
try” (October 1973). Both of these docu­
ments were made available to the pub­
lic and circulated to interested persons 
at approximately the time of publication 
of the notice of proposed rulemaking.

Interested persons were invited to par­
ticipate in the rulemaking by submitting 
written comments within 30 days from 
the date of publication. Prior public par­
ticipation in the form of solicited com­
ments and responses from the States, 
Federal agencies, and other interested 
parties were described in the preamble 
to the proposed regulation. The EPA has 
considered carefully all of the comments 
received and a discussion of these com­
ments with the Agency’s response thereto 
follows.

The regulation as promulgated con­
tains minor but significant departures 
from the proposed regulation. The fol­
lowing discussion outlines the reasons 
why these changes were made and why 
other suggestions were not adopted.

(a) Summary of comments. The fol­
lowing responded to the request for writ­
ten comments contained in the preamble 
to the proposed regulation: U.S. Depart­
ment of Commerce, U.S. Water Resources 
Council, California and Hawaiian Sugar 
Company, United States Cane Sugar Re­
finers’ Association, Tate and Lyle Tech­
nical Services, Ltd., Amstar Sugar Cor­
poration, Imperial Sugar Company, State 
of Hawaii, and the Effluent Standards 
and Water Quality Information Advisory 
Committee.

Each of the comments received was 
carefully reviewed and analyzed. The fol­
lowing is a summary of the significant 
comments and the Agency’s response to 
those comments.

(1) Several commenters raised no ob­
jection to the guidelines as proposed.

(2) One commenter questioned the 
subcategorization into liquid and crystal­
line refining, and the more stringent 
standards laid down for crystalline cane 
sugar refineries.

The guidelines are actually more strin­
gent (lower numbers, higher treatment 
efficiency) for liquid refining. These are 
two distinct unit operations with corre­
spondingly different raw waste loads and 
water usage. Data pertaining to water 
usage and raw waste loadings further 
substantiate the subcategorization.

(3) Several commenters stated that 
the practicability of biological treatment 
of refinery wastes has not yet been 
demonstrated.

It is true that no member of the cane 
sugar refining subcategories is presently 
employing the technology described as 
BPCTCA. However, the technology itself 
is widely available and practiced in other 
industries with similar raw waste charac­
teristics—for example, the grain milling 
and the citrus and potato industries. 
There are no characteristics of the re­
finery waste waters that would render 
them untreatable by the biological treat­
ment system described.

(4) One commenter questioned the 
achievability and availability of biologi­
cal treatment of sugar refining process 
water in conjunction with blowdown 
from cooling water recycle systems fol­
lowed by sand filtration (BATEA), stat­
ing that it has not been physically 
demonstrated.

This is proven technology, currently 
being practiced within the grain milling, 
the oil refining, and the soaps and de­
tergents industries. Although the eco­
nomic situation of the industry pre­
cludes the establishment of this tech­
nology as BFCTCA, it has been so 
thoroughly demonstrated that there is 
little doubt that it can be utilized by 
1983 within this industry segment. The 
technology upon which BATEA is es­
tablished is proven and has been studied 
in terms of an economic impact analysis 
and found to be acceptable.

(5) Several commenters expressed the 
opinion that the effluent guidelines 
should be established as net rather than 
gross limitations.

It was the intention of the proposed 
effluent limitations guidelines (BPCTCA) 
that the barometric condenser cooling 
water stream be handled as net (the ad- 
ditiofi of pollutants). This is because for 
BPCTCA, control of entrained BOD5 in 
condenser water rather than treatment 
is specified. The regulations have been 
modified to better reflect their intentions, 
including a separate set of regulations 
for those refineries which discharge baro­
metric condenser cooling water only. For 
BPCTCA for both subcategories, the 
basis of the effluent limitations guide­
lines is as follows. The BOD5 limitation 
is determined by the addition of the net 
BOD5 attributed to the barometric con­
denser cooling water together with that 
amount of BOD5 attributed to the treated 
process water. The TSS limitation is that 
amount of TSS attributed to the treated 
process water. Where the barometric 
condenser cooling water and process 
water streams are mixed and impossible 
to measure separately prior to discharge, 
the values should be considered net.

The pollutant levels established for: 
the process water stream for BPCTCA, 
for BATEA, and for new source perform­
ance standards for both the crystalline 
and liquid subcategories reflect values 
which should not be exceeded because 
treatment of the entire waste stream is 
specified. Treatment produces a rela­
tively constant effluent regardless of in­
fluent concentration.

(6) The comment was made that the 
ratio of maximum daily to average 
monthly limits is far too liberal.

Further analysis of activated sludge 
treatment systems handling similar 
waste streams to cane sugar refining 
process waters was accomplished. Based 
on engineering judgment and experience 
with similar waste treatment systems in 
other industrial categories the follow­
ing ratios of daily maximum to monthly 
average limitations are established. 
Barometric condenser cooling water will 
be three (3) times the monthly average 
for BOD5 for both subcategories. Process 
water will be two (2) times the monthly 
average for BOD5 and three (3) times 
the monthly average for TSS for both 
subcategories.

(7) It was recommended that effluent 
limitations be established for settleable
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solids (SS) rather than for total sus­
pended nonfilterable solids (TSS).

Settleable solids, unlike TSS, does not 
measure the treatment efficiency of a 
biological treatment system. There 
should be no measurable settleable solids 
in the overflow from a secondary clari­
fier used in a biological treatment sys­
tem. It would be meaningless to estab­
lish a standard for a parameter which 
does not measure the degree of treat­
ment achieved by the treatment system.

(8) It was recommended that the BODS 
monthly limitation (BPCTCA) be based 
on an effluent concentration ranging from 
60-113 mg/1 from the biological treat­
ment system for both the crystalline and 
liquid cane sugar refining subcategories.

The effluent levels from treatment of 
process water by an activated sludge or 
other biological treatment system 
(BPCTCA) have been modified so that 
crystalline cane sugar refineries are re­
quired to meet effluent levels of 60 mg/1 
for both BOD5 and TSS and liquid cane 
sugar refineries are required to meet efflu­
ent levels of 100 mg/1 for both BOD5 
and TSS. These levels are approximately 
double those in the proposed regulation. 
This modification of the guidelines is re­
quired because no one currently operates 
a biological system to treat refinery 
wastes. EPA continues to believe that a 
properly designed and operated system 
of the type described would meet the 
limitations set forth in the proposed 
guidelines. The revision of the limitations 
in the final guidelines is not intended to 
allow any lesser degree of treatment. The 
same system should be used, and the sys­
tem should be designed so as to achieve 
the proposed guidelines. The revision is 
intended only to take into account opera­
tional problems which might be en­
countered in adapting the specified tech­
nology to this industry.

(9) One commenter questioned the use 
of cooling towers as a part of BATEA 
stating that a barometric condenser dis­
charge stream of 24,000,000 gallons per 
day at 10 mg/1 of BOD5 is better than
480,000 gallôns per day at 30 mg/1 (or 
that flow rate and corresponding BOD5 
concentration resulting from the biologi­
cal treatment of the cooling tower blow­
down stream).

The use of cooling towers and subse­
quent biological treatment of the blow­
down stream results in a reduction by 
94% of thé BOD5 reaching the receiving 
water body. EPA policy is that dilution 
is not a suitable form of treatment. By 
concentrating this waste stream in a 
relatively small blowdown stream, it is 
more easily and cheaply treatable bio­
logically. This is “practicable” technology 
being utilized in the oil refining, grain 
milling, and soaps and detergents in­
dustries. Some segments of the cane 
sugar refining industry practice the re­
cycle of barometric condenser cooling 
water and discharge of the cooling tower 
blowdown to municipal treatment sys­
tems or total impoundage lagoons.

(10) One commenter questioned the 
effluent levels proposed for BATEA stat­
ing that the limitations were not con-
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sistent with EPA’s definition of "second­
ary treatment”.

The guidelines for BATEA need not be 
consistent with the “secondary treat­
ment” definition under section 304(d) of 
the Act. Instead, they must meet the re­
quirements set forth in section 304(b) of 
the Act.

(11) One commenter felt that while 
sand filtration is mentioned as the 
BATEA, this should not preclude the use 
of other polishing methods to meet the 
standards. The Agency has not required 
any treatment method to be employed 
by industry to achieve the guidelines. 
Many other polishing methods exist and 
the guidelines may be achieved by means 
other than those specified in the develop­
ment document.

(12) It was recommended that BOD5 
under the BATEA be limited to 0.16 
lb/ton, or double the proposed limita­
tion, based on a lesser treatment effi­
ciency.

The expected degree of treatment 
based on the BATEA has been re­
evaluated and modified. Based on im­
proved operation of, the properly de­
signed biological treatment system, 
effluent BODS levels of 40 mg/1 for the 
model crystalline and 75 mg/1 for the 
model liquid cane sugar refinery are de­
termined to be realistic. No credit for 
BOD5 removal with the solids removed 
in the sand polishing operation is as­
sumed. This is because of the uncertainty 
at present of the ratio of soluble to in­
soluble BODS in the effluent from the 
biological treatment system.

(13) The comment was made that the 
raw waste load baseline value with re­
gard to filter cake slurry assumed the 
universal installation of filter aid re­
cycle systems.

Upon re-analysis of the filter cake slur­
ry stream, it was found that a calcula­
tions! error appeared in the development 
document. Because the proposed guide­
lines are based on the complete retention 
with no allowable discharge of this 
stream, no change in the allowable ef­
fluent discharge results.

(14) Various commenters stated that 
the assumed barometric flows are either 
too low or too high.

The barometric condenser water flows 
designed for in the development docu­
ment have the following bases: (1) Aver­
age flows were based on an average of all 
reliable flow information available, and 
(2> Model flows were based on the aver­
age flows of those refineries deemed to be 
exemplary in terms of BODS entrain­
ment control.

In any event, the amount of BOD en­
trained is not a function of flow rate, but 
of sucrose carry-over. The model flows 
are technically sound for the basis of 
guidelines establishment and the devel­
opment of cost data.

(15) One commenter objected to the 
statement that the investment costs as­
sociated with hook-up to a municipal 
treatment system are zero.

This assumption was made and applied 
only to those facilities which currently 
have hook-up. Therefore, the. incremen-
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tal investment cost is zero for these re­
fineries.

(16) The comment was made that the 
capital and operating costs of treatment 
appear to be understated.

The Agency has reexamined the cost 
data and finds that these data are ac­
curate and substantiate the. reasonable­
ness of the proposed regulations.

(17) The coqament was made that the 
energy required to treat wastes and op­
erate cooling towers will add a burden to 
our present crisis.

It has been estimated that the addi­
tional energy to achieve the BPCTCA 
limitations ranges from between 0.6 and 
0.84 percent of the current industry en­
ergy usage. To achieve the BATEA limi­
tations, the estimated additional energy 
required ranges from between 1.6 and 6.1 
percent of the current industry energy 
usage. These energy requirements were 
reviewed by the Agency and judged to be 
not excessive.

(18) The comment was made that cool­
ing towers sometimes cause fogging and 
noise problems.

For some locations, some of the time, 
these problems may be encountered. 
However, through proper design these ef­
fects can be minimized.

(19) The State of Hawaii stated that 
they are opposed to the installation of a  
cooling tower at a refinery in Aiea, Ha­
waii. The State would want to review the 
alternative of reclaiming the refinery’s 
barometric condenser cooling water 
stream through the irrigation of public 
parks and recreational facilities in the 
area.

The EPA’s guidelines limit only the 
quantity and quality of the pollutants 
which may be discharged. Dischargers 
may employ any technology, including 
land disposal or other alternatives, which 
will result in compliance with such limi­
tations.

(20) The comment was made that set­
tled activated bacterial sludge is very 
dilute, and its disposal is not simply a 
matter of landfill.

There are many ways in which settled 
activated bacterial sludge may be han­
dled—sludge thickening, rotary vacuum 
filtration, centrifugation, sludge drying— 
with the resulting solids either landfilled 
or used as a soil supplement.

(21) The State of Hawaii recom­
mended that the implementation of the 
proposed effluent limitations guidelines be 
postponed until the energy requirements 
are clearly known and fuel allocations 
for these purposes assured.

These guidelines are not self-execut­
ing, but must be implemented through 
NPDES permits. Under t|je Act, BPCTCA 
must be achieved by July 1, 1977. How­
ever, in permit issuance, such factors as 
fuel allocations and availability may be 
taken into account in specifying specific 
compliance dates prior to that lime. As 
previously indicated, the energy require­
ments associated with the required tech­
nology are not excessive.

(22) One commenter objected to the 
assumptions in the economic impact 
analysis regarding the cost of capital,
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land salvage values, and plant salvage 
values.

The Agency has reviewed these as­
sumptions used in the economic impact 
analysis and found them to be substan­
tially correct. The cost of capital used in 
the analysis is based upon the rate of re­
turn experienced in this particular in­
dustry, rather than the rate of return for 
the entire food processing industry. Any 
difference in land and plant salvage 
values were determined to be insignifi­
cant for the economic impact analysis.

(b) Revision of the proposed regula­
tion prior to promulgation. As a result of 
public comments and continuing review 
and evaluation of the proposed regula­
tion by the EPA, the following changes 
have been made in the regulation.

(1) . The effluent levels from treatment 
of process waste water by an activated 
sludge or other biological treatment sys­
tem (BPCTCA) have been modified so 
.that crystalline cane sugar refineries are 
required to meet levels of 60 mg/1 for both 
BOD5 and TSS and liquid cane sugar re­
fineries are required to meet effluent levels 
of 100 mg/1 for both BOD5 and TSS.

These levels are approximately double 
those in the proposed regulation. T ie  
modification of the guidelines is required 
because no one currently operates a bio­
logical system to treat refinery wastes. 
EPA continues to believe that a properly 
designed and operated system of the type 
described would meet the limitations set 
forth in the proposed guidelines. The re­
vision of the limitations in the final 
guidelines is not intended to allow any 
lesser degree of treatment. The same sys­
tem should be used, and the system 
should be designed so as to achieve the 
proposed guidelines. The revision is in­
tended only to take into account opera­
tional problems which might be encoun­
tered in adapting the specified technology 
to this industry.

(2) The effluent levels for BOD5 result­
ing from the application of BATEA have 
been modified.

Based on improved operation of the 
properly designed biological treatment 
system, effluent BOD5 levels of 40 mg/1 
for crystalline and 75 mg/1 for liquid 
cane sugar refineries are determined to 
be more realistic.

No credit for BOD5 removal with the 
solids removed in the sand polishing op­
eration is assumed. This is because of the 
uncertainty at present of the ratio of 
soluble to insoluble BOD5 in the effluent 
from the biological treatment system.

(3) Based on an analysis of biological 
treatment systems operating on wastes 
similar in nature to cane sugar refining 
wastes and on engineering judgment, the 
following ratios of daily maxium to 
monthly average limitations are estab­
lished.

Barometric condenser cooling water 
will be three (3) times the monthly aver­
age for BOD5 for both subcategories.

Process water will be two (2) times the 
monthly average for BOD5 and three (3) 
times the monthly average for TSS for 
both subcategories.

(4) Section 304<b) (1) (B)z of the Act 
provides for “guidelines” to implement

the uniform national standards of Sec­
tion 301(b) (1) (A). Thus Congress recog­
nized that some flexibility was necessary 
in order to take into account the com­
plexity of the industrial world with re­
spect to the practicability of pollution 
control technology.

In conformity with the Congressional 
intent and in recognition of the possible 
failure of these regulations to account 
for all factors bearing on the practicabil­
ity of control technology, it was con­
cluded that some provision was needed to 
authorize flexibility in the strict appli­
cation of the limitations contained in 
the regulation where required by special 
circumstances applicable to individual 
dischargers.

Accordingly, a provision allowing flex­
ibility in the application of the limita­
tions representing best practicable con­
trol technology currently available has 
been added to each subpart, to account 
for special circumstances that may not 
have been adequately accounted for 
when these regulations were developed.

(c) Economic impact. The above listed 
changes will not significantly affect the 
conclusions of the economic study pre­
pared for the proposed regulations. In 
addition, it has been learned that one 
cane sugar refinery considered to be im­
pacted, under the assumption that a 
complete treatment system for treating 
its process waste water stream was neces­
sary, is no longer impacted. The pro­
jected availability of a municipal-treat­
ment system at a reasonable initial and 
operational cost precludes the previously 
expected economic impact.

(d) Cost-benefit analysis. T ie  detri­
mental effects of the constituents of 
waste waters now discharged by point 
sources within the cane sugar refining 
segment of the sugar processing point 
source category are discussed in Section 
VI of the report entitled “Development 
Document for Effluent Limitations 
Guidelines for the Cane Sugar Refining 
Segment of the Sugar Processing Point 
Source Category” (March 1974). It is not 
feasible to quantify in economic terms, 
particularly on a national basis, the costs 
resulting from the discharge of these pol­
lutants to our Nation’s Waterways. Nev­
ertheless, as indicated in Section VI, the 
pollutants discharged have substantial 
and damaging impacts on the quality of 
water and therefore on its capacity to 
support healthy populations of wildlife, 
fish and other aquatic wildlife and on its 
suitability for industrial, recreational 
and drinking water supply uses.

The total cost of implementing the 
effluent limitations guidelines includes 
the direct capital and operating costs of 
the pollution control technology em­
ployed to achieve compliance and the in­
direct economic and environmental costs 
identified in Section V in  and in the sup­
plementary report entitled “Economic 
Analysis of Proposed Effluent Guidelines, 
Cane Sugar Refining Industry” (October, 
1973). Implementing the effluent limita­
tions guidelines will substantially reduce 
the environmental harm which would 
otherwise be attributable to the con­
tinued discharge of polluted waste waters

from existing and newly constructed 
plants in the cane sugar refining in­
dustry.

The Agency believes that the benefit 
of thus reducing the pollutants dis­
charged justifies the associated costs 
which, though substantial in absolute 
terms, represent a relatively small per­
centage of the total capital investment in 
the industry.

(e) Publication of information on proc­
esses, procedures, or operating methods 
which result in the elimination or reduc­
tion of the discharge of pollutants. In 
conformance with the requirements of 
Section 304(c) of the Act a manual en­
titled, “Development Document for Ef­
fluent Limitations Guidelines and New
Source Performance Standards for the 
Cane Sugar Refining Segment of the 
Sugar Processing Point Source Cate­
gory,” has been published and is avail­
able for purchase from the Government 
Printing Office, Washington, D.Ç., 20401 
for a nominal fee.

F inal R ulemaking

In consideration of the foregoing, 40 
CFR Chapter 1, Subchapter N, Part 409 
is amended by adding Subparts B and C 
to read as set forth below. This final reg­
ulation is promulgated as set forth below 
and shall be effective May 20, 1974.

Dated: March 12,1974.
R ussell E. T rain, 

Administrator.
Subpart B— Crystalline Cane Sugar Refining 

Subcategory
Sec.
409.20 Applicability: description of the

crystalline cane sugar refining s u b ­
category. J ;

409.21 Specialized definitions.
409.22 Eflluent limitations guidelines repre­

senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

409.23 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­
senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best available technol­
ogy economically achievable.

409.24 [Reserved]
409.25 Standards of performance for new

sources.
409.26 Pretreatment standards for new

sources.
Subpart C— Liquid Cane Sugar-Refining 

Subcategory
409.30 Applicability: description of the

liquid cane sugar refining subcate­
gory.

409.31 Specialized definitions.
409.32 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­

senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

409.33 Effluent limitations guidelines repre­
senting the degree of effluent re­
duction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best available technol­
ogy economically achievable.

409.34 [Reserved]
409.35 Standards of performance for new

sources.
409.36 Pretreatment standards for new

sources.
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Subpart B— Crystalline Cane Sugar 

Refining Subcategory
§ 409.20 Applicability; description o f 

the crystalline cane sugar refining 
subcategory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap­
plicable to discharges resulting from the 
processing of raw cane sugar into crystal­
line refined sugar.
§ 409.21 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart :
(a) Except as provided below, the gen­

eral definitions, abbreviations and meth­
ods of analysis set forth in Part 401 of 
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.

(b) Net shall mean the addition of 
pollutants.

(c) Melt shall mean that amount of 
raw material (raw sugar) contained 
within aqueous solution at the beginning 
of the process for production of refined 
cane sugar.
§ 409.22 Effluent limitations guidelines 

representing the degree o f effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

(a) In establishing the limitations set 
forth in this section, EPA took into ac­
count all information it was able to col­
lect, develop and solicit with respect to 
factors (such as age and size of plant, 
raw materials, manufacturing processes, 
products produced, treatment technology 
available, energy requirements and 
costs) which can affect the industry sub­
categorization and effluent levels estab­
lished. It is, however, possible that data 
which would affect these limitations have 
not been available and, as a result, these 
limitations should* be adjusted for cer­
tain plants in this industry. An individual 
discharger or other interested person 
may submit evidence to the Regional Ad­
ministrator (or to the State, if the State 
has the authority to issue NPDES per­
mits) that factors relating to the equip­
ment or facilities involved, the process 
applied, or other such factors related to 
such discharger are fundamentally dif­
ferent from the factors considered in the 
establishment of the guidelines. On the 
basis of such evidence or other available 
information the Regional Administrator 
(or the State) will make a written find­
ing that such factors are or are not fun­
damentally different for that facility 
compared to those specified in the De­
velopment Document. If such funda­
mentally different factors are found to 
exist, the Regional Administrator or 
the State shall establish for the 
discharger effluent limitations in the 
NPDES permit either more or less 
stringent than the limitations established 
herein, to the extent dictated by such 
fundamentally different factors. Such 
limitations must be approved by the Ad­
ministrator of the Environmental Pro­
tection Agency. The Administrator may 
approve or disapprove such limitations, 
specify other limitations, or initiate pro­
ceedings to revise these regulations.

(b) The following limitations estab­
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants 
or pollutant properties, controlled by 
this section, which may be discharged 
by a point source subject to the provi­
sions of this subpart after application of 
the best practicable control technology 
currently available :

( 1 ) Any crystalline cane sugar refinery 
discharging both barometric condenser 
cooling water and other process waters 
shall meet the following limitations. The 
BOD5 limitation is determined by the ad­
dition of the net BOD5 attributed to the 
barometric condenser cooling water to 
that amount of BOD5 attributed to the 
treated process water. The TSS limita­
tion is that amount of TSS attributed to 
the treated process water. Where the 
barometric condenser cooling water and 
process water streams are mixed and im­
possible to measure separately prior to 
discharge, the values should be con­
sidered net.

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kiograms per 1,000 
kg of melt)

BOD5____________ 1.19 0.43
TSS_________ ____  . .27 0.09
p H __________ ____ Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per ton of 
melt)

BOD5____________ 2.38 0.86
TSS___________„ .54 .18
p H . . . ____________Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

(2) Any crystalline cane sugar refinery 
discharging barometric condenser cool­
ing water only should be required to 
achieve the following net limitations:

Effluent limitations

Effluent
characteris

Average of daily
tic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shali not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of melt)

BOD5....... . 1.02 0.34

English units 
(Pounds per ton of melt)

ÈOD5______ ...___ 2.04 0.68

§ 409.23 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree o f effluent 
reduction -attainable by .the applica­
tion of the best available technology 
economically achievable.

The following limitations establish the 
quantity or quality of pollutants or pol­
lutant properties, controlled by this sec­
tion, which may be discharged by a point 
source subject to the provisions of this 
subpart after application of the 
best available technology economically 
achievable:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
I kg of melt)

B O D 5 .....................  0.18 0.09
TSS____ ________  . .11 .035
pH _______________Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 
ton of melt)

BOD5______ _____  0.36 0.18
TSS_____________  .21 .07
pH_______________ Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 409.24 [Reserved]
§ 409.25 Standards o f performance for 

new sources.
The following standards of perform­

ance establish the quantity or quality 
of pollutants or pollutant properties, 
controlled by this section, which may 
be discharged by a new source subject 
to the provisions of this subpart:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of melt)

B O D 5 ..:_______ __ 0.18 0.09
TSS_____________  .11 .035
p H . . ..............._____ Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per 
ton of melt)

BOD5_______ ____  0.36 0.18
TSS_____________  .21 .07
p H ______________  Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 409.26 Pretreatment standards for 
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under 
section 307(c) of the Act for a source 
within the crystalline cane sugar refin­
ing subcategory, which is a user of a 
publicly oitfned treatment works (and 
which would be a new source subject to 
section 306 of the Act, if it were to dis­
charge pollutants to the navigable 
waters), shall be the standard set forth 
in Part 128 of this chapter, except that, 
for the purpose of this section, § 128.133 
of this chapter shall be amended to 
read as follows:

In addition to the prohibitions set forth 
in 40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment stand­
ard for incompatible pollutants introduced 
into a publicly owned treatment works shall 
be the standard of performance for new 
sources specified in 40 CFR 409.25; Provided, 
That, if the publicly owned treatment works 
which receives the pollutants is committed, 
in its NPDES permit, to remove a specified 
percentage of any incompatible pollutant, 
the pretreatment standard applicable to 
users of such treatment works shall, except 
in the case of standards providing for no 
discharge of pollutants, be correspondingly 
reduced in stringency for that pollutant.
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'Subpart C— Liquid Cane Sugar Refining 
Subcategory

§ 409.30 Applicability; description o f 
the liquid cane sugar refining sub­
category.

The provisions of this subpart are ap­
plicable to discharges resulting from the 
processing of raw cane sugar into liquid 
refined sugar.
§ 409.31 Specialized definitions.

For the purpose of this subpart:
(a) Except as provided below, the gen­

eral definitions, abbreviations and meth­
ods of analysis set forth in Part 401 of 
this chapter shall apply to this subpart.

(b) Net shall mean the addition of 
pollutants.

(c) Melt shall mean that amount of 
raw material (raw sugar) contained 
within aqueous solution at the beginning 
of the process for production of refined 
cane sugar.
§ 409.32 Effluent limitations guidelines 

representing the degree of effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion o f  the best practicable control 
technology currently available.

(a) In establishing the limitations set 
forth in this section, EPA took into ac­
count all information it was able to col­
lect, develop and solicit with respect to 
factors (such as age and size of plant, 
raw materials, manufacturing processes, 
products produced, treatment technol­
ogy available, energy requirements and 
costs) which can affect the industry sub­
categorization and effluent levels estab­
lished. It is, however, possible that data 
which would affect these limitations have 
not been available and, as a result, these 
limitations should be adjusted for cer­
tain plants in this industry. An individ­
ual discharger or other interested per­
son may submit evidence to the Regional 
Administrator (or to the State, if the 
State has the authority to issue NPDES 
permits) that factors relating to the 
equipment or facilities involved, the proc­
ess applied, or other such factors related 
to such discharger are fundamentally 
different from the factors considered in 
the establishment of the guidelines. On 
the basis of such evidence or other avail­
able information, the Regional Adminis­
trator (or the State) will make a written 
finding that such factors are or are not 
fundamentally different for that facility 
compared to those specified in the De­
velopment Document. If such funda­
mentally different factors are found to 
exist, the Regional Administrator or the 
State shall establish for the discharger 
effluent limitations in the NPDES permit 
either more or less stringent than the 
limitations established herein, to the ex­
tent dictated by such fundamentally dif­
ferent factors. Such limitations must be 
approved by the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency. The 
Administrator may approve or disapprove 
such limitations, specify other limita­
tions, or initiate proceedings to revise 
these regulations.

(b) The following limitations estab­
lish the quantity or quality of pollutants 
or pollutant properties, controlled by this 
section, which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions 
of this subpart after application of the 
best practicable control technology cur­
rently available :

(1) Any liquid cane sugar refinery dis­
charging both barometric condenser 
cooling water and other process waters 
shall meet the following limitations. The 
BOD5 limitation is determined by the 
addition of the net BOD5 attributed to 
the barometric condenser cooling water 
to that amount of BOD5 attributed to 
the treated process water. The TSS limi­
tation is that amount of TSS attributed 
to the treated process water. Where the 
barometric condenser cooling water and 
process water streams are mixed and im­
possible to measure separately prior to 
discharge, the values should be consid­
ered net.

Effluent limitations

Effluent ^ Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric un its (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of melt)

BOD5____________ 0.78 0.32
TSS .Ä) .17
p H ______________ Within the  range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per' 
ton of melt)

BOD5____________ 1.56 0.63
TSS_______ ____ .99 .33

- p H ______________  Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

(2) Any liquid cane sugar refinery dis­
charging barometric condenser cooling 
water only shall meet the following net 
limitations:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of melt) ;

BOD£L_,_________  0.45 0.16

English units-(pounds per ton of 
melt)

BO D 5„_____-____  0.90 0.30

§ 409.33 Effluent limitations guidelines 
representing the degree o f effluent 
reduction attainable by the applica­
tion of the best available technology 
economically achievable.

The following limitations establish 
the quantity or quality of pollutants or 
pollutant properties, controlled by this 
section, which may be discharged by a 
point source subject to the provisions of 
this subpart after application of the 
best available technology economically 
achievable:

Effluent limitations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of melt)

BOD5___________  0.30 0.15
TSS......... .09 .03
p H ________ ____ _ _ Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English Units (pounds per ton of 
melt)

BOD5______ 1____  0.60 0.30
T S S .____________  .18 - .06
pH ________ _____ _ Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 409 .34  [Reserved]
§ 409.35 Standards o f performance for 

new sources.
The following standards of perform­

ance establish the quantity or quality of 
pollutants or pollutant properties, con­
trolled by this section, which may be dis­
charged by a new source subject to the 
provisions of this subpart:

Effluent lim itations

Effluent Average of daily
characteristic Maximum for values for 30 

any 1 day consecutive 
days shall not 

exceed—

Metric units (kilograms per 1,000 
kg of melt)

BOD5____________ 0.30 0.15
T s s ______ ............ . .09 .03
p H ______________  Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

English units (pounds per ton of 
melt)

BOD5____________ 0.60 0.30
TSS_____________  .18 .06
pH.______________Within the range 6.0 to 9.0.

§ 409.36 Pretreatment standards for 
new sources.

The pretreatment standards under 
section 307(c) of the Act for a source 
within the liquid cane sugar refining sub- 
category, which is a user of a publicly 
owned treatment works (and which 
would be a new source subject to section 
306 of the Act, if it were to discharge 
pollutants to the navigable waters), shall 
be the standard set forth in Part 128, of 
this chapter, except that, for the pur­
pose of this section, § 128.133 of this 
chapter shall be amended to read as fol­
lows:

In addition to the prohibitions set forth 
in 40 CFR 128.131, the pretreatment stand­
ard for incompatible pollutants introduced 
into a publicly owned treatment works shall 
be the standard of performance for new 
sources specified in 40 CFR 409.35; Provided, 
That, if the publicly owned treatment w orks 
which receives the pollutants is committed, 
in its NPDES permit, to remove a specified 
percentage of any incompatible pollutant, 
the pretreatment standard applicable to 
users of such treatment works shall, except 
in the case of standards providing feu* no dis­
charge of pollutants, be correspondingly re­
duced in stringency for that pollutant.

[FR Doc.74-6234 Piled 3-19-74;8:45 am]
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ENVIRONM ENTAL PROTECTION  
AG EN CY  

[ 40 CFR Part 409 ]
SUGAR PROCESSING POINT SOURCE 

CATEGORY
Pretreatment Standards for Incompatible 

Pollutants
Notice is hereby given pursuant to 

sections 301, 304 and 307(b) of the Fed­
eral Water Pollution Control Act, as 
amended (the Act) 33 U.S.C. 1251, 1311, 
1314 and 1317(b); 86 Stat. 816 et seq.; 
Pub. L. 92-500, that the proposed regu­
lation set forth below concerns the ap­
plication of effluent limitations guide­
lines for existing sources to pretreatment 
standards for incompatible pollutants. 
The proposal will amend 40 CFR Part 
409, Sugar Processing Point Source Cat­
egory, establishing for Subparts B and 
C therein the extent of application of 
effluent limitations guidelines to existing 
sources which discharge to publicly 
owned treatment works. The regulation 
is intended to be complementary to the 
general regulation for pretreatment 
standards set forth at 40 CFR 128. The 
general regulation was proposed July 19, 
1973 (38 FR 19236), and published in 
final form on November 8, 1973 (38 FR 
30982).

The proposed regulation is also in­
tended to supplement a final regulation 
being simultaneously promulgated by the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA 
or Agency) which provides effluent limi­
tations guidelines for existing sources 
and standards of performance and pre­
treatment standards- for new sources 
within the crystalline cane sugar refining 
subcategory and the liquid cane sugar re­
fining subcategory of the sugar process­
ing point source category. The latter reg­
ulation applies to the portion of a dis­
charge which is directed to navigable 
waters. The regulation proposed below 
applies to users of publicly owned treat­
ment works which fall within the de­
scription of the point source category to 
which the guidelines and standards (40 
CFR Part 409) promulgated simultane­
ously apply. However, the proposed reg­
ulation applies to the introduction of 
incompatible pollutants which are di­
rected into a publicly owned treatment 
works, rather than to discharges of pol­
lutants to navigable waters.

The general pretreatment standard 
divides pollutants discharged by users of 
publicly owned treatment works into two 
broad categories: “compatible” and “in­
compatible.” Compatible pollutants are 
generally not subject to pretreatment 
standards. (See 40 CFR 128.110 (State or 
local law) and 40 CFR 128.131 (Pro­
hibited wastes) for requirements which 
may be applicable to compatible pollu­
tants) . Incompatible pollutants are sub­
ject to'pretreatment standards as pro­
vided in 40 CFR 128.133, which provides 
as follows:

In addition to the prohibitions set forth 
in § 128.131, the pretreatment standard for 
incompatible pollutants introduced into a 
publicly owned treatment works by a major

contributing industry not subject to section 
307(c) of the Act shall be, for sources within 
the corresponding industrial or commercial 
category, that established by the promul­
gated effluent limitation guidelines defining 
best practicable control technology cur­
rently available pursuant to sections 301(b) 
and 304(b) of the Act; provided that, if the 
publicly owned treatment works which re­
ceives the pollutants is committed, in its 
NPDES permit, to remove a specified per­
centage of any incompatible pollutant, the 
pretreatment standard applicable to users of 
such treatment works shall be correspond­
ingly reduced for that pollutant: and pro­
vided further that when the effluent 
limitations guidelines for each industry are 
promulgated, a separate provision will be 
proposed concerning the application of such 
guidelines to pretreatment.

The regulation proposed below is in­
tended to implement that portion of sec­
tion 128.133, above, requiring that a 
separate provision be made stating the 
application to pretreatment standards of 
effluent limitations guidelines based upon 
best practicable control technology cur­
rently available.

Questions were raised during the public 
comment period on the proposed general 
pretreatment standard (40 CFR Part 
128) about the propriety of applying a 
standard based upon best practicable 
control technology currently available tq 
all plants subject to pretreatment stand­
ards. In general, EPA believes the analy­
sis supporting the effluent limitations 
guidelines is appropriate to support the 
application of those standards to users of 
publicly owned treatment works. How­
ever, to ensure that those standards are 
appropriate in all cases, EPA now seeks 
additional comments focusing upon the 
application of effluent limitations guide­
lines to users of publicly owned treatment 
works.

Sections 409.25 and 409.35 of the pro­
posed regulation for point sources with­
in the crystalline cane sugar refining sub­
category and the liquid cane sugar refin­
ing stibcategory (December 7, 1973; 38 
FR 33846), contained the proposed pre­
treatment standard for new sources. H ie 
regulation promulgated simultaneously 
herewith contains §§ 409.26 and 409.36 
which states the applicability of stand­
ards of performance for purposes of pre­
treatment standard for new sources.

A preliminary Development Document 
was made available to the public at ap­
proximately the time of publication of 
the notice of proposed rulemaking and 
the final Development Document entitled 
“Development Document for Effluent 
Limitations Guidelines and New Source 
Performance Standards for the Cane 
Sugar Refining Segment of the Sugar 
Processing Point Source Category” is now 
being published. The economic analysis 
report entitled “Economic Analysis of 
Proposed Effluent Guidelines, Cane Sugar 
Refining Industry”, (October, 1973) was 
made available at the time of proposal. 
Copies of the final Development Docu­
ment and economic analysis report will 
continue to be maintained for inspection 
and copying dining the comment period 
at the EPA Information Center, Room 
227, West Tower, Waterside Mall, 401

M Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. Copies 
will also be available for inspection at 
EPA regional offices and at State water 
pollution control agency offices. Copies of 
the Development Document may be pur­
chased from the Superintendent of Docu­
ments, Government Printing Office, 
Washington, D.C., 20402. Copies of the 
economic analysis report will be available 
for purchase through the National Tech­
nical Information Service,. Springfield, 
Virginia, 22151.

On June 14,1973, the Agency published 
procedures designed to insure that, when 
certain major standards, regulations, and 
guidelines are proposed, an explanation 
of their basis, purpose and environmental 
effects is made available to the public. 
(38 FR 15653) The procedures are appli­
cable to major standards, regulations and 
guidelines which are proposed on or after 
December 31, 1973, and which either pre­
scribe national standards of environ­
mental quality or require national emis­
sion, effluent or performance standards 
or limitations.

The Agency determined to implement 
these procedures in order to insure that 
the public was provided with background 
information to assist it in commenting on 
the merits of a proposed action. In brief, 
the procedures call for the Agency to 
make public the information available 
to it delineating the major environmental 
effects of a proposed action, to discuss 
the pertinent nonenvironmental factors 
affecting the decision, and to explain the 
viable options available to it and the 
reasons for the option selected.

The procedure -contemplate publica­
tion of this information in the F ederal 
R egister, where this is practicable. They 
provide, however, that where such pub­
lication is impracticable because of the 
length of these materials, the material 
may be made available in an alternate 
format.

The Development Document referred 
to above contains information available 
to the Agency concerning the major en­
vironmental effects of the regulation pro­
posed below. The information includes: 
(1) The identification of pollutants pres­
ent in waste waters resulting from the 
processing of refined cane sugar, the 
characteristics of these pollutants, and 
the degree of pollutant reduction attain­
able through implementation of the pro­
posed standard; and (2) the anticipated 
effects on other aspects of the environ­
ment (including air, subsurface waters, 
solid waste disposal and land use, and 
noise) of the treatment technologies 
available to meet the standard proposed.

The Development Document and the 
economic analysis report referred to 
above also contain information available 
to the Agency regarding the estimated 
cost and energy consumption implica­
tions of those treatment technologies and 
the potential effects of those costs on the 
price and production of refined cane sug­
ar. The two reports exceed, in the ag­
gregate, 100 pages in length and contain 
a substantial number of charts, diagrams 
and tables. It is clearly impracticable to 
publish the material contained in these
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documents in the F e d e r a l  R e g is t e r . T o 
the extent possible, significant aspects of 
the material have been presented in sum­
mary form in the preamble to the pro­
posed regulation containing effluent limi­
tations guidelines, new source perform­
ance standards and pretreatment stand­
ards for new sources within the sugar 
processing point source category (38 FR 
33846; December 7, 1973). Additional 
discussion is contained in the analysis of 
public comments on the proposed regula­
tion and the Agency’s response to those 
comments. This discussion appears in the 
preamble to the promulgated regulation^ 
(40 CFR Part 409) which currently is be­
ing published in the rules and regulations 
section of the F e d e r a l  R e g is t e r .

The options available to the Agency in 
establishing the level of pollutant reduc­
tion attainable through the best practi­
cable control technology currently avail­
able, and the reasons for the particular 
level of reduction selected are discussed 
in the documents described above. In ap­
plying the effluent limitations guidelines 
to pretreatment standards for the intro­
duction of incompatible pollutants into 
municipal systems by existing sources 
in the crystalline cane sugar refining 
subcategory and the liquid cane sugar re­
fining subcategory, the Agency has, es­
sentially, three options. The first is to 
declare that the guidelines do not apply. 
The second is to apply the guidelines un­
changed. The third is to modify the 
guidelines to reflect; (1) differences be­
tween direct dischargers and plants uti­
lizing municipal systems which affect the 
practicability of th e . latter employing 
the technology available to achieve the 
effluent limitations guidelines; or (2) 
characteristics of the relevant pollutants 
which require higher levels of reduction 
(or permit less stringent levels) in order 
to insure that the pollutants do not inter­
fere with the treatment works or pass 
through them untreated.

For plants in the crystalline cane sugar

r

refining subcategory and the liquid cane 
sugar refining subcategory, all pollutants 
controlled by these guidelines have been 
designated as compatible pollutants (40 
CFR 128.121). Accordingly, the first op­
tion is appropriate and the guidelines 
should not apply. However, even though 
the filter cake slurry waste water stream 

is considered to be compatible, the ex­
tremely high concentrations of BODS 
and, TSS therein could, in some cases, 
interfere with the operation of publicly 
owned treatment works. These special 
situations should be Controlled by the 
operators of the treatment works in­
volved. Such control should not pose 
undue difficulty since the highly con­
centrated waste can be dry handled and 
disposed of as a solid waste.

Interested persons may participate in 
this rulemaking by submitting written 
comments in triplicate to the EPA In­
formation Center, Environmental Pro­
tection Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460, 
Attention: Mr. Philip B. Wisman. Com­
ments on all aspects of the proposed 
regulations are solicited. In the event 
comments are in the nature of criticisms 
as to the adequacy of data which is 
available, or which may be relied upon 
by the Agency, comments should identify 
and, if possible, provide any additional 
data which may be available and should 
indicate why such data is essential to 
the development of the regulations. In 
the event comments address the ap­
proach taken by the Agency in estab­
lishing pretreatment standards for exist­
ing sources, EPA solicits suggestions as 
to what alternative approach should be 
taken and why and how this alternative 
better satisfies the detailed requirements 
of sections 301, 304 and 307(b) of the 
Act.

A copy of all public comments will be 
available for inspection and copying at 
the EPA Information Center, Room 227, 
West Tower, Waterside Mall, 401 M 
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20460. The

EPA information regulation, 40 CFR 
Part 2, provides that a reasonable fee 
may be charged for copying.

In consideration of the foregoing, it 
is hereby proposed that 40 CFR Part 
409 be amended to add § § 409.24 and
409.34 as set forth below. All comments 
received on or before April 19, 1974, will 
be considered.

Dated; March 12,1974.
R u s s e l l  E. T r a i n ,

Administrator.
It is proposed to amend 40 CFR Part 

409 by adding the following sections:
* * * $ *

Sec.
409.24 Pretreatment standards for existing 

sources.
409.34 Pretreatment standards for existing

sources.
* * * * *

§ 409.24 Pretreatment standards for ex­
isting sources.

For the purpose of pretreatment 
standards for incompatible pollutants 
established under § 128.133 of this chap­
ter, the effluent limitations guidelines set 
forth in § 409.22 above shall not apply 
and, subject to the provisions of Part 218 
of this chapter concerning pretreatment, 
process waste water from this subcate­
gory may be introduced into a publicly 
owned treatment works.
§ 409.34 Pretreatment standards for ex­

isting sources.
For the purpose of pretreatment stand­

ards for incompatible pollutants estab­
lished under § 128.133 of this chapter, 
the effluent limitations guidelines set 
forth in § 409.32 above shall not apply 
and, subject to the provisions of Part 128 
of this chapter concerning pretreatment, 
process waste water from this subcate­
gory may be introduced into a publicly 
owned treatment works.

[FR Doc.74-6233 Filed 3-19-74;8:45 am]
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FED ER AL ENERGY OFFICE
NATIONAL UTILITY RESIDUAL FUEL 

OIL ALLOCATION
Suppliers Percentage Notice

Pursuant to the provisions of 10 CFR 
211.163(b), 211.164 and 211.165(d)(2), 
the Federal Energy Office (FEO) hereby 
provides notice of the volumes of residual 
fuel oil allocated to each utility for April 
1974, and the percentages of such vol­
umes required to be supplied by each sup­
plier for delivery in April 1974. This in­
formation is set forth in the Appendix to 
this notice. Adjustments of certain sup­
plier base period percentages have been 
made at the request of affected utilities, 
pursuant to the criteria of 10 CFR 205.24 
and are reflected in the Appendix.

The utility allocations were determined 
after review of the impact or reduced fuel 
supplies between utility and non-utility 
uses of residual fuel oil. In calculating the 
allocation level for each utility the FEO 
considered all of the factors enumerated 
in 10 CFR 211.163(b) and also the follow­
ing other factors:

1. The data contained in the revised 
Federal Power Commission (FPC) form 
23 and addendum thereto submitted by 
utilities for April;

2. Utility residual fuel oil requirements 
were assumed to be reduced as a result 
of conservation efforts by utilities de­
signed to achieve at least seven (7) per­
cent load reduction below normal trends;

3. Residual fuel oil needs for utilities 
were assumed to be reduced as a result 
of contemplated power purchases from 
coal and hydro-based utility systems 
which were considered feasible by the 
Federal Power Commission ;-

4. Again recognizing the utilities’ need 
for inventory buildups, an incremental 
increase has been included in the sched­
uled delivery levels for April. The indi­
vidual utility inventory buildup is based 
upon an amount equal to approximately 
l o  percent of the utility projected bum 
rate for the month.

The amounts shown in the Appendix 
are the quantities of fuel oil to be deliv­
ered to the utility listed during the month 
of April 1974. Some utilities will not re­
ceive any allocation for April. This is due 
to either the fact that these utilities burn 
other fuels primarily, and use residual 
fuel oil only for stand-by inventory pur-

poses, or the fact that these utilities use 
residual fuel oil only in small percentages 
of the plant’s capacity. In some of the 
latter instances, even the small amount 
of residual fuel oil involved is eliminated 
by the conservation guides established 
for utilities. April delivery levels were 
limited in some instances so as not to ex­
ceed utility storage capacity plus recom­
mended FEO bum level.

The Appendix provides the name of 
the suppliers obligated to supply each 
utility and the supplier’s percentage and 
volume of the month’s allocation., The 
first column of the Appendix lists each 
utility with its suppliers. The second col­
umn sets forth the recommended FEO 
bum for the month of April. The third 
and fourth columns provide each sup­
plier’s respective percentage and volume 
share of a utility’s allocated volume. The 
fifth column provides the total volume 
for each utility from.all suppliers. Fol­
lowing the name of certain suppliers, an 
additional supplier is shown in paren­
thesis. The supplier in parenthesis is pre­
sumed, on the basis of the best informa­
tion available, io be the source of 
supply for certain resellers supplying 
utility end-users. This information is 
provided for the convenience of such sup­
pliers and the FEO requests any addi­
tions or corrections in this regard be for­
warded to: Residual Fuels Manager for 
Utilities, P.O. Box 2887, Washington, 
D C. 20013.
. The Appendix also contains for thè 
month of April the FEO recommended 
total residual fuel oil burn after conser­
vation adjustments for the utility. Resid­
ual fuel oil delivery levels are keyed to 
the FEO burn. Thus, in April because of 
the proposed inventory buildup most 
utility companies are being allocated de­
livery levels in excess of the FEO recom­
mended burn. The excess amounts are in­
tended as an incremental addition to in­
ventory. Adjustments have been made in 
the allocation levels of certain utilities to 
reflect necessary corrections in the de­
livery levels authorized in February and 
March.

FEO expects the utilities to consume 
supplies at or below FEO burn levels 
which are based on the utilities’ proposed 
burn less adjustments for conservation 
efforts. Where a utility fails to encourage 
conservation to observe FEO bum levels, 
its allocation for following months will be

appropriately adjusted downward. FEO 
will consider special circumstances such 
as unexpected outages which may cause 
fuel consumption to exceed FEO burn 
Levels in any month.

The utility residual fuel oil allocation 
program is based in part on the data 
derived from utilities’ filings of FPC 
Form 23. Prior to publication of the May 
allocation list any utility which requires 
residual fuel must submit a revised Form 
23 to the FEO and FPC, to reflect any 
changes tn need resulting from the April 
allocation or other factors which would 
assure updated information. As an ad­
dendum to the Form 23 revision, each 
utility must include the following data:

, A p r i l  

A d d e n d u m

(1) Actual March 1974 data showing:
(a) Net energy for load;
(b) - Net generation from heavy oil;
(c) Heavy oil consumption for generation;
(d) Heavy oil deliveries in the month 

separately by suppliers and sulphur content;
(e) Heavy oil deliveries scheduled during 

the 12-day grace period; and
(f) Heavy fuel oil stock at the end of the 

month including any fuel to be delivered 
and credited to the March allocation.

(2) (a) Lists of both (a). total and (b) 
maximum usable heavy oil storage capacity 
on-site or near-site in utility-owned or 
leased tanks;

(b) Total capacity of any other off-site 
utility-owned or leased storage tanks; and 
' (c) The minimum inventory level desired
by the utility to meet forseeable logistic and 
operational problems.

(3) Lists disclosing the names of suppliers 
under contract, the contract termination 
dates and contract delivery levels through 
October 31,1974,

A copy of the revised Form 23 with ad­
dendum must be mailed to both the FEO 
and FPC by April 5, 1974. Any Form 23 
received after April 10, 1974, may be 
limited to consideration in connection 
with the utility allocation program for 
June. Reports should be addressed to 
“Data Collection,’’ FEO, Box 2887, Wash­
ington, D.C.20013.

Issued in Washington, D.C., March 18, 
1974.

W illiam N. Walker, 
General Counsel, 

Federal Energy Office.
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APPENDIX
RESIDUAL FUEL OIL ALLOCATIONS TO UTILITIES FOR THE MUNTH OF APRIL, 1974

RECOMMENDED BY SUPPLIER TOTfiL
Peu b u r n p c t <b a r r e l s > <b a r r e l s >

1- NORTHEAST POWER COORDINATING COUNCIL AREA X N P C O

CONNECTICUT

NORTHEAST UTILITIES 1*427,126 1,356,726
AMERADA HESS CDRP 
TAD JONES CD <GULF> 
WYATT INC - (-EXXON>
H N HARTWELL&SDN INC

68.0 
£1.0 
10.0 
1.0

9££ >574 
£34 >91£ 
135>673 
13>567

UNITED ILLUMINATING CO 
TEXACO
WYATT INC <EXXON)

661, 344
87.0
13.0

636 >443 
95*101

731>544

MAINE

BANGOR HYDRO ELEC. CO. 
SPRAGUE

30>357
100.0 37 *££7

37 *££7

CENTRAL MAINE POWER CO’. 
TEXACO

£57 >619
100.0 £84 *319

£84*319

MAINE PUBLIC SERVICE CD. 
DEAD RIV .0.CSPRAGUE>

74
100.0 753

753

MASSACHUSETTS

BOSTON EDISON CO.
WHITE FUEL <TEXACOX
EXXON
SPRAGUE

1>195*848
46.0 
4 £ . 0 
•12.0

693 * £83 
637,563 
18£ * 161

1*518*006

BRAINTREE ELEC. LT. DEPT. 
CK SMITHCGDLD.EAGLE)

5 >134
100.0 6*938

6,938

E . UT IL. ASSOC. < MONTAUPicBLACKS 
TEXACD

240*846
100.0 £7£,846

£7£,846

FITCHBURG GAS & EL.
NORTHEAST PETROLEUM

16 *8£1
100.0 13,7£1

18 >7£1

HOLYOKE GAS AND ELECTRIC 
WYATT INC XEXXQN)

11*113
100.0 1 £ > 3 06

1 £ > 3 06

NEW ENG. ELEC
ASIATIC PETRO CORP 
GOLD.EAGLE

99*9 >55£
60.0 
40.0

66£ >551 
441,701

1>104*£52

NEW ENG. G & E
NEW ENGLAND PETRO 
WHITE FUELCTEXACO>

437*841
34.3 
15.£

456*683 
31,858

538*541
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RECDMMENDED 
FED BURN PCT

BY SUPPLIER 
<BARRELS)

TÜTRL 
<BARRELS

PEABODY ELECTRIC LT DEPT 
PICKERING<NEPC0>

1 *785
100.0 4 * 361

4*361

TAUNTDN MUN. LT.
QUINCY DLL CD <EXXDN

39*494
1 0 0.0 43 * 894

43 *894

NEW HAMPSHIRE

PUE SER DF N.H. 
SPRAGUE 
CONOCO

65*536
£6.3
? J ■ r

17 * 836 
48 *300

65 * 536

NEW YDRK

CENTRAL HUDSDN GRS & ELEC CD 
RMERRDR HESS CDRP

341 * 971
100.0 381 * 379

381 * 379

CONSOL EDISDN DF NY 
NEW ENGLAND PETRD 
EXXON
AMERADA HESS CDRP 
TEXACO

3 *490*333
45.5 
80.8 
cc ■ o
11 .4

1 * 773 * 696 
810 *838 
y69 >..3 06 
444*399

3 *898 ? 833

FREEPORT* VILLAGE DF
BURNS ERDS D.CNEPCD)

17*000
100.0 1-9*657

19 *657

LAWRENCE PARK HEAT & LIGHT 
LONG ISLAND LIGHT CD.

NEW ENGLAND PETRD

0
1 *356*348

1 00.0 1*509*848

0
1*509*848

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CD. 
NEW ENGLAND PETRD

176*538
1 0 0.0 845 * 863

845*863

DRANGE & ROCKLAND UTILITIES 
NEW ENGLAND PETRD 
HOWARD FUEL CDRP

131*738
31.63 
68.37

58,261
125,933

184*194
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RECOMMENDED 
FEO BURN PCT

BY SUPPLIER 
<! BARRELS)

TOTAL 
<BARRELS

ROCHESTER GAS & ELECTRIC 
ALLIEB D
MONOCD OIL COMPANY

0
29.7 
70'. 3

"691
iV*32

2 >325

RHODE ISLAND

NEWPORT ELECTRIC CDRP 
CK SMITH

7>250
1 0 0.0 18 >240

18 >24Q

VERMONT

CENTRAL VERMONT PUB SERV 0 0

2. MID-ATLANTIC AREA COORDINATION AGREEMENT CMAAO

DELAWARE

DELMARVA PWR & LT
STEUART PETROLEUM CO
TEXACO
GULF
CONOCO

622 ?458
22.0
5.0
8.0 

65.0

152 > 677 
34 >699 
55 >519 

451>091

693’> 986

DOVER > CITY OF 
TEXACO

26 >329
100.0 29>186

29>186

DISTRICT DF COLUMBIA

POTOMAC ELEC. PWR.
ASIATIC PETRO CDRP 
STEUART PETROLEUM CO

982 >838
79.0
21.0

857>654 
227>984

1> 085 >638

MARYLAND

BALTIMORE GAS & ELECTRIC 
AMERADA HESS CDRP 
EXXON

1 > 072 > 056
52.7 
47.3

626 >250 
562>080

1>188 >330

NEW JERSEY

ATLANTIC CITY ELECTRIC COMPA 
AMERADA HESS CDRP

151 ?499
100.0 172>985

172>985
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RECOMMENDED 
FED BURN

E
PCT

Y SUPPLIER 
<■BARRELS ?•«

TOTAL 
<BARRELS

GPU INTEGRATED SYSTEM 
AMERADA HESS CORP 
SWANN OIL INC 
SHIPLEY-HUMBLE

500?736
94.0
5.0
1.0

522 *505 
27 *814 
5 * 563

556*282

PUBLIC SERVICE ELECTRIC 
AMERADA HESS CORP 
EXXON .

1»384 » 0 00
83.4
16.6

1 * 275 * 52 0 
253 * 88 0

1 *529*400

VINELAND-.CITY DF ELEC. 
SWANN OIL INC

47*607
1 0 0.0 52 *8 07

52 * 8 07

PENNSYLVANIA

PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC CO. 
ARCO
AMERADA HESS CORP 
GULF
NEW ENGLAND PETRO
TEXACO
CONOCO

926*671 30 c r  s! C. «J ■ J

21 .5
9.0
2.1 

24.0 
14.9

337 *206 
254*384 
106 *486 
24 * 847 

283 * 963 
176 ? 294

1*183*180

3. SOUTHEASTERN ELECTRIC RELIABIL ITY CDUNCIL <SERC>

FLORIDA

FLORIDA KEYS ELEC COOP 
BELCHER OILCEXXON>

4*42:5
1 0 0.0 5*337 ,

5 > 337

FLORIDA P & L 
EXXON
BELCHER OILC EXXON >

1 *523*730
15.0
85.0

258*785 
1 ? 466 *449

1 * 725 * 234

FLORIDA POWER CORPORATION 
EXXON
AMERADA HESS CORP

1*338*626
6 0.0 
4 0.0

898 * 768 
599*178

1 * 497 * 946
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RECOMMENDED 
FED BURN PCT

BY SUPPLIER 
<BARRELS>

TOTAL
(BARRELS)

FORT FIERCE* CITY OF 
NEW ENGLAND PETRD

£3,£00
100.0 £9*190

£9*190

GAINESVILLE* CITY OF 
EASTERN SEABOARD

£9*029
100.0 ... 33*189

33*189

GULF POWER CO.
BAKER SERVICE<EXXON>

0
100.0 993

993

JACKSONVILLE ELEC. AUTH. 
VEN FUEL INC 
CONOCO

567*563
8£ .6 
17.4

517,047
108*918

6£5 *965

KEY WEST UTILITIES 
STD.DIL-KY

56 * 068
100.0 '61,916

61,916

LAKE WORTH UTIL AUTHORITY 
BELCHER 01L<EXXON>

0
100.0 95

95

LAKELAND LIGHT & WTR DEPT 
BELCHER<STD.OIL-KY>

85,133
100.0 85,133

85*133

NEW SMYRNA BEACH 
ORLANDO UTILITIES COMM. 

NEW ENGLAND PETRO

0
£33*010

100.0 £57 * 0£5

0
£57,0£5

SEBRING UTILITIES CDMM. 
UNION OIL OF CA

4*384
100.0 4*836

4 ,336

TALLAHASSEE* CITY OF 
UNION OIL OF CA

53 *4££
100.0 59 * 096

59 * 096

TAMPA ELECTRIC CO.
WESTERN <STD .DIL-KY)

0
100.0 10*890

10,890

VERO BEACH MUNICIPAL POWER 
BELCHER OIL (EXXON >'

13*471
100.0 14*909

14,909

GEORGIA

GEORGIA POWER COMPANY 0 1 ■« 7 * y56
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10536 NOTICES

RECOMMENDED 
FED BURN

B
PCT

Y SUPPLIER 
(BARRELS)

TOTAL
(BARRELS)

SAVANNAH ELECTRIC & POWER 
COLONIAL OIL(EXXON)

CO 170>370
100.0 170*370

170*370

MISSISSIPPI

MISSISSIPPI POWER CO. 
ERGON(INTL TRADING) 
BAKER SERVICE(EXXON)

15*000
45.0
55.0

3 * 1 0 0 
9 < 9 0 0

13*0 0 0

SOUTH MISSISSIPPI ELEC 
SOUTHLND OIL 
AMERADA HESS CORP

89*300
33.0
17.0

123*276
25*249

143*525

NORTH CAROLINA

CAROLINA POWER 8, LT . 
EXXON

2*353
100.0 31*413

31*413

SOUTH CAROLINA

S.CAROLINA ELEC 8: GAS CO 
EXXON

320*414
100.0 363 * 014

363 >014

S.CAROLINA PUB SERV AUTH 
AMERADA HESS CORP

1 * 226
i 0 0.0 3*916

3 >916

VIRGINIA

VIRGINIA ELECTRIC POWER 
EXXON
AMERADA HESS CORP 
AMOCO

1 * 316 * 999
68.6 ' 
¿4.2

1* ■ C.

1 * 016.J 171 
353*474 
106 * 654

1 * 431 *299

4. SOUTHWEST POWER POOL COORDINATION COUNCIL (SPP)

ARKANSAS

ARKANSAS ELEC COOP
LOGICON INC (SHELL) 
E L BRIDE(TEXACO)

54*379
30.0
20.0

50*363
12*716

63*579

•JONESBORO WATER AND LIGHT 
DELTA REFINING CO 
E L BRIDE(MIDLAND)

PL 0
53.0
17.0

17
20
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NOTICES 10537

RECOMMENDED BY SUPPLIER TOTRL
FED BURN PCT (BARRELS) (BARRELS

• COLORADO

CTÜcUf S.CDLÜ PUR BI V ; . 0 0
KANSAS

CENTRRL KRNSRS PWR 0 0
CHRNUTE »CITY OF

corH £»107
MID AMER.REFINING 100.0 ro h* o ~nJ

CLAY CENTER LT&UTR 100 110
CARTER WTR 100.0 110

COFFEYVILLE LT & PWR 1 »95£ c. »coc
CRR-FRRMLRND 100.0 £ ? £32

CT&U» WESTERN PWR D IV 0 0
KRNSRS GRS & ELEC 0 0
KRNSRS POWER & LIGHT 0 1 »£00

PHILLIPS PETROLEUM 46.1 553
GR.PLS 33.4 461
NTL COOP REFINERY 15.5 136

LRRNED WTR & ELEC 155 417
CARTER WTR 1Ö0.0 417

MCPHERSON BD OF PUB UTIL 1 »510 1 »330
NTL COOP REFINERY 100.0 1 »830

OTTAWA- WTR A  LT 0 0
LOUISIRNR

CENTRAL LOUISIANA ELECTRIC C 0 0
JONESBORO POWER A  LIGHT 0 0
MIDDLE. SOUTH SERVICES 1 »215 »4 09 1»399 »751

MURPHY DIL CORP 30.0 419»9£5
TRÜBER DIL CD £0.5 £86 » 949
SHELL £1.3 £93»147
EXXON 1£ .9 130 »563
GULF 9.5 132»976
ERGON INC (EXXON) 3 .8 53»191
E L BR I DE < DK C R EF . ) Ì \? £3»796
REESE DILCSUN OIL) • J 4 »199
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10538 NONCES’

RECOMMENDED BV SUPPLIER TDTAL
FED BURN PCT < BARRELS' > <BARRELS

SOUTHWESTERN ELECTRIC POWER 0 1 !■ 000

MISSISSIPPI

CLflRKSDRLE WTR &= LT 663 756
SOUTHLND DIL 100.0 756

V'RZOO CITY PUB SERV 0 0
MISSOURI

EMPIRE DIST ELEC 0 0
ST JOSEPH LT & PWR 0 •” iCT .“i .J>

E L BRIDE 10 0.0 35

OKLRHOMR '

BLRCKWELL WTR & LT o 0
OKLRHOMR GRS %. ELEC 0 o
WESTERN FARMERS ELEC CDOP 0 0

TEXAS

GULF STATES UTILITIES 119 ¡.661 169s661
COASTAL STATES MKTG erj 1* ■ J 63 s.623
TENNECO 16.1 £7 >315 ... g  1

UNITED PETRO DI STRIE 4.0 6 ? 7*06
EXXON 20.1 34 >10£
SOUTH HAMPTON CO £2.3 37 ?834

5. ELECTRIC RELIABILITY COUNCIL OF TEXAS iERGOT>

AUSTIN CITY ELEC DEPT 36 ? 0 0 0 5£ ? 000
TESDRD 10 0.0 52 ? 0 00

BRYAN? CITY OF 0 0
COMMUNITY PUB SERV 6 601

STD.01L-TEXAS 1 on. o 601

DALLAS POWER &LT. o £ !> 0 0 0
FORT WORTH REFINING 13. £ 364
KERR MCGEE OIL CD 18.9 '"} 7 jIZj
J&W REFINING 4 1-' ■ £ 944
BEE O.IL&REFINING 15.6 31 £
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NOTICES 10539

RECOMMENDED 
FED BURN PCT

BY SUPPLIER 
<BARRELS>

TOTAL 
<BARRELS

EL PRSO ELECTRIC 
STD.01L-TEXAS; 
TESDRD

55*890
74 .5 
£5.5

45 >628 
15*618

6-1 * £46

GARLAND »CITY OF 
LOWER.COLORADO RIVER RUTH 
MEDI NR ELEC COOP 
SRN RNTDNIO PUB SERV 

TESORO

0
0
0
c

1 0 0.0 2*880

0
0
0

£ > 88 0

TEXAS ELEC SERV 
TEXAS PUR & LT 
WEST TEXAS UTIL

PRIDE REFINING INC

0
o

5 * 065
1 0,0.0 9*165

0
0

9*165

6. MID-AMERICA INTERPOOL NETWORK CMP IN'-

ILLINOIS

COMMONWEALTH EDISON CD. 
ALLIED 0.
CLARK DIL&REF.COPP

0
98.0 
£. 0

33 * 3£0 
680

34 * 000

ILLINOIS POWER CD 
ALLIED □.

0
1 0 0.0 5*40 0

5 *400

MISSOURI

U N I O N  ELECTRIC 0 0
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10540 NOTICES

RECOMMENDED BY SUPPLIER TOTAL
FED BURN PCT Y BARRELS> <BARRELS

WISCONSIN

LñKE SUPERIDR DIST PUR 4 » 084 4 » 566
DOME PETROLEUM K« 0.0 4 » 566

WISCDNSÌM ELEC PWR 0 5
IMBUST FUEL&ASFHALT 10 0.0 5

7. MID-CONTIMEMT AREA RELIREILITY CDDRDIMRTIDN AGREEMENT C MARCA 5

IDWR

ATLANTIC MUNICIPAL UTILITIES 0 • 0
INTERSTATE PDWER 0 0
LAMDNI MUNIC o 12

STD-OIL<IND> 100.0 12

MINNESOTA

AUSTIN UTILITIES 0 * i > ; - * 165

NORTHWESTERN REF 48.3 8 0
GUSTAFSON OIL CO 33.0 54
W H BARBER 18.7 31

FAIRMONT WTR & LT 0 0
MARSHALL MUNICIPAL UTIL 186 231

,E L BRIDE 1 0 0.0 231

MINNESOTA PWR & LT 36 »348 39 »976
MURPHY DIL 1 0 0.0 39 » 976

NORTHERN STATES PWR 0 2 > 675
E L BRI DEC TEXACO» W O 100.0 2 >675

□WATONNA MUM UTIL 988 1 > 047
NORTHWESTERN REF 60.0 628
GUSTAFSON OIL CD 40.0 419
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NOTICES 10541

RECOMMENDED 
FED BURN PCT

BY SUPPLIER 
<BARRELS>

TOTAL 
<BARRELS>

WORTHINGTON« CITY OF ERIE'S 
RLLIED □. 100. 0 £ j639

£ >639

NEBRASKA

CENTRAL NEBRASKA PUBLIC 0 
FAIRBURY LT & WTR 5.3% 

CARTER WTR<TEXACD> %1 0 0 . 0 639

0
639

GRAND ISLAND ELEC 0  
HASTINGS UTILITIES DEPT 0  
LINCOLN ELECTRIC SYSTEM 0  

E .  L .  B R ID E  COMPANY
NEBRASKA PUBLIC POWER DISTRI 0 
□MAHA PUB PWR BIST 0

0
0

100

0
0

3. EAST CENTRAL AREA RELIABILITY COORDINATION AGREEMENT <ECAR>

MICHIGAN

CLINTON LT & WTR 553 7 £4
CRYSTAL REFINING CO 1 0.0.0 7£4

CONSUMERS POWER 199 >101 ££5> 3 0£
CONSUMERS PWR-CRUDE 54.0 1£1>663
LAKESIDE REFINING CD 14.0 31>54£
OSCEOLA REFINING CO S . 0 18 > 0£4
TOTAL LEONARD INC 4.0 9 > 01 £
MURPHY MI.DìV.AMOCO 6.0 13 >518
ENTERPRISE OIL CO 6.0 13 > 518
BORON 0 IL < STANDARD) 3.0 6 >759
I NDUST FUELít ASP HALT £. 0 4 > 5 06
RUPP OIL COMPANY £.0 4 >506
6LADIEUX REF 1 . 0 £>£53

DETROIT EDISON CO. 910*093 1 > Oiz!4 > 5£7

SUN OIL 70.0 717 >169
CANADIAN FUEL MKTRS difilli . ■ 9.9 101>4£8
ENTERPRISE OIL CD 4.8 49 >177
PETRO PRODUCTS 5.4 55 > 3£4
MARATHON OIL 9.9 101>4£8
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10542 NOTICES

RECOMMENDED 
FED BURN PCT

BY SUPPLIER 
<BARRELS>

TOTAL
<: b a r r e l s :

GRAND HAVEN BD PUB 
OSCEOLA REF

£ ? 5 06
100.0 £ > 79c

£ > 79£

HILLSDALE ED DF PUB WORKS 
LEWISX GLADIEUX REF >

2 > 44 0
1 0 0.0 £ »685

£ > 685

OHIO

CLEVELAND ELEC ILLUMIN 
ALLIED 0 . c; ASHLAND>

140»143
100.0 18£>974

18£ >974

TOLEDO EDISDN 
SUN OIL

7 > 3c 1
1 0 0.0 8 >594

8 >594

PENNSYLVANIA

ALLEGHENY POWER SERVICE 
ALLIED 0.<NEPCD >

0
1 0 0.0 5 > 0 0 0

5 > 0 0 0

9 . WESTERN SYSTEMS COORDINATING COUNCIL CWSGO

ARIZONA

ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE CO. 
UNION OIL OF CAL 
PACIFIC SOUTHWEST 
SAN JOAQUIN REF 
BASIN FUELS

0
63.0 
16 .5 
16.5 
4.0

117>810 
30>855 
30>855 
7 > 480

187 > 0 0 0

SALT RIVER PROJECT 
TESORO
DDUGLAS OIL CO 
EDGINGTON OIL CO 
GUSTAFSON OIL CO 
MACMILLAN 
POWERINE DIL CD 
LITTLE AMERICA 
SAN JOAQUIN REF

o
12.4

C. * O
5.6

Q
17.0
12.5 
19.7 
£9.1

19>840 
4 >480 
8 > 96 0 
1 >44 0 

£7 > £ 0 0 
£ 0 > 0 0 0 
31 >5£0 
4 6 >56 U

160 > 000
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NOTICES 10543

RECOMMENDED BY SUPPLIER TDTAL
FED BURN PCT <BARRELS) <BARRELS)

TUCSON GAS & ELEC 844 > 481 878>195
GOLDEN GATE RETRO 88.0 59 >883
NAVAJO REFINING 5.0 13>610
TOSCO 43.0 117>044
UNION OIL OF CA 85.0 68>049
HOLLAND OIL<TOSCO 5.0 13 >610

CALIFORNIA

BURBANK CITY PUBLIC SER. 38» Ci 00 45>880
CARSON(GOLD.EAGLE) 100.0 45>880

GLENDALE PUBLIC SERVICES 88 ? 000 '-f i l * '5 7 8
POWERINE OIL CD 1 0 0.0 90>978

IMPERIAL IRRIGATION DISTR 58 > 0 00 63 > 576
CRESCENT REF&OCGULF) 100.0 63 > 576

LOS ANGELES DEPT OF WATER & 1>513 >881 1>698 >681
A PCD 43.5 736> 8y 0
COASTAL STATES MKTG C f m a 460>393
EDGINGTON OIL CO 15.3 858 > 971
PETROBAY 5.5 93 > 094
NEWHALL REFINING CD 3.6 6 0 > 934
SAN JOAQUIN REF 8.6 44 > 008
POWERINE DIL CO 8.3 38>930

PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC CD 1> 197 > 734 1> 377 > 734
ARCO 71 .3 988 > 384
UNION OIL OF CA 4.7 64 > 754
PHILLIPS PETROLEUM 84.0 330>656

PASADENA POWER CO. 60 > 087 75 > 789
GOLD.EAGLE 10 0.0 75 > 789

SAN DIEGO GAS & ELECTRIC CO. 530> 087 594>187
UNION OIL OF CA 89.8 177 > 068
HIRI 16.8 96>858
EDGINGTON OIL CO 81 .3 186 >568
TESORO 3 P 194 > 899
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10544 NOTICES

*

RECOMMENDED 
FED BURN PCT

BY SUPPLIER 
CBARRELS>

TDTAL
(BARRELS

SOUTHERN CALIF EDISON 
STD.DIL-CRL 
TEXACO 
ARGO 
EXXON
PACIFIC RESOURCES 
MACMILLAN R.F.OIL 
CONOCO

.3*314*5.13
59.1 
8 . 0
6.4 
16.7
5.6
2.4 
1.8

2*177*843 
294 >801 
235*841 
615 * 397 
206 *361 
88*440 
66 > 330

3 *685 * 013

COLORADO

COLORADO SPRINGS LT & PWR 
LAMAR LT & PWR 
PUB SERV COLORADO 

FLATEAU INC

0
0

11*905
100.0 13 * 096

0
0

13*096

MONTANA

MONTANA POWER
NEVADA

0 0

NEVADA POWER COMPANY 
GUSTAFSON GIL CO 
HUSKY OIL COMPANY

0
54.0
4 6 . 0

359
306

665

S IERRA PACIFIC ROWER 
GOLDEN GATE PETRD

4 * etc
100.0 6*018

6*018

NEW MEXICO

PLAINS ELEC GEN & TR
SM

PLATEAU INC 
CARIBOU 4 CORNERS

0
97.8

L. a L.
C O
1

29
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NOTICES 10545

RECOMMENDED EY SUPPLIER TDTRL
FED BURN PCT <BARRELS) CBARRELS

PUE SERS*' NEW MEXICO 
OREGON

PACIFIC POWER & LIGHT CD

0

0

o

C.C*

STB.□!L(INB) 1 0  0 . 0 N C.  O

UTAH

UTAH POWER FLIGHT CD.
ELAC KL INE ASPH.SALES

t  n  < n  n  f i

1 0 0 . 0 1 0 , 0 0 0

1 0  :> 0  0  0

WASH INGTDM

PUGET SOUND PDUER FLIGHT CD.
SEATTLE DEPT OF LI
TACDMR DEPT OF PUBL IC UTIL IT

1 0 .  ASCC

H A U A 11

HAWAIIAN ELECTRIC CDMPANY é 01*594
STD.DÎL-CA

H I LD ELEC LT ; 39 ,?£7
STD.DIL-CA

6 6 4 j 394
1 0 0 . 0 664 ? 394

44 ? 049
1 0 0 . 0 44  k 0 4 9

0- 0
0 0
0 0
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10546 NOTICES

RECOMMENDED 
FED BURN PCT

BY SUPPLIER 
<BARRELS>

TOTñL 
<BARRELS

KAURI ELECTRIC 
STD.OIL— CR

10»7£5
100.0 12»015

12 » 015

MfiUI ELECTRIC 
STD.OIL-CA

31 »512
1 00.0 34»762

34 » 762

11. MOT OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED

UNK

GUAM PWR RUTH 
U .S.NAVY

75 » 169
100.0 36»169

86 » 16*9

PUERTO RICO WATER RESOURCES 
COMMONWEALTH OIL 
PUERTO RICO SUN OIL 
CARIBBEAN GULF REF

1»595» 045
50.0 
3 0.0 
£0.0

883»443 
53 0 » 066 
353 » 377

1 » 766 » 886

ST CROIX » V.I. WTR PWR 
AMERADA HESS CORP

29»£58
100.0 32 > 966

32 »966*

ST THOMAS > V.I. WTR PWR 
AMERADA HESS CORP

35 » 79 0
100.0 40 » 047

40 » 047

[PR Doc.74-6635 F iled 3-19-74; 11:43 am]
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30-year Reference Volumes 
Consolidated Indexes and Tables

Presidential Proclamations and Executive Orders

Consolidated subject indexes and tabular finding aids to Presidential proclamations, 
Executive orders, and certain other Presidential documents promulgated during a 
30-year period (1936-1965) are now available in two separately bound volumes, 
published under Title 3 of the Code of Federal Regulations, priced as follows^

Title 3, 1936-1965 Consolidated Indexes----- ----------------------------- $3. 50
Title 3, 1936-1965 Consolidated Tables ---------------------------------$5. 25

Compiled by Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General
Services Administration

Order from Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office
Washington, D.C. 20402
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